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{ 
setts as the criterion, and it would be that much. 
Thus, in 1810, the aggregate of her manufac aaa 
oe $21,000,000; it has multiplied five-fold in 

irty years’ the same increase throughout the 
thir y id giv$1,000,000,000! But other States 
Union woulds ry a 
have not increased as much, and $300,000,000 or 
g400,000,000 may be deducted. Six or seven 
hundred millions may be the product of the Union; 
put let us confine our attention to Massachusetts, 
about which there 1s no doubt, and which is at 
the head of the manufacturing interest of the 
country, and the great advocate of the tariff. Her 
manufactures, beyond dispute, have increased 
fve-fold in thirty years; and now, what have ag- 
riculture and commerce increased during the same | 
time? The lamentable table, which I read yester- | 
day answer this question, and show that, with a 
population more than doubled, with an extent of 
territory brought under cultivation also more than 
doubled,and with the great article of cotton added, | 
which constitutes nearly two thirds of the whole 
—the great interests of agriculture and foreign | 
commerce remain now where they were thirty 
yearsago. And yet, the farmers, the planters, 
and the merchants, are required to take the man- 
ufacturing interests in their arms, and carry it 
like a babe in a cradle. 

Manufactures are now well established; there 
is another document which proves it as conclu- 
sively as the census returns—TI[ speak of the 
document of Commerce and Navigation annually 
published by order of Congress—and in which, | 
among other things, there is shown to be a large 
exportation of domestic manufactures! The 
amount and variety of these exportations prove 
the fact of their complete establishment, and abil- 
ityto contend with their foreign rivals abroad, as 
wellasat home. ‘The value exported last year 
amounted to near $9,000,000; comprehending near 
sixty varieties of articles; of which cotton goods 
amounted to $3,000,000; and iron, in the form of | 
ig, bar, castings, nails, &c., to $1,100,000. | 

hese articles go to Europe and to Asia—to Mex- | 
ico, South America, and the West Indies—there 
tocontend, without protection, and burdened with 
costs for freight and other charges, with the rival 
articles of all parts of the world! And while they 
do this abroad, are they in need of enormous pro- 
tection from high duties, and prohibitory duties, 
and prohibitory minimums, athome? Isthe cotton, 
worn at home, to pay an enormous duty, while 
itisworn abroad without duty? Is the fustian, 
which is worn by the day laborer in the United 
States, to pay one hundred and forty-five per cent. 
duty, when it can go abroad, and be sold to the 
South American or the Asiati® without duty? 
And so of all other cotton articles, the manufac- 
ture of which was fully established, as Mr. Tench | 
Coxe has proved, above thirty years ago. Our 
export of domestic manufactures is now greater | 
thaa that of any agricultural article, cotton only 
excepted. It is greater than that of tobacco, 
flour, salted provisions! And while this is the | 
case, can manufactures stand in need of enormous 
protection, at the expense of these articles? 

Manufacturing industry has had, and still has 
toa large degree, the sympathies of the western | 
people. It rested upon arguments which went | 
home to their bosoms, to their generosity, and 
their patriotism. Will you not protect home la- | 
bor against foreign? Wil! you not make your | 
country independent of Europe for what is ne- 
cessary to independence and to comfort? Will 
you not be independent in fact, as well as in 
name? The brave son of the West answers, 
Yes! and shoulders any load to accomplish the 
object. But the time is come for him to see that 

i$ generous and patriotic fe@lings have been 
Sported with—in fact, that he has been most mag- 
nificently humbugged and bamboozled —that, in- 
stead of providing for the independence of his 
ear country, he is only enriching still more in- 
ordinately those who are already a thousand times 
more prosperous than himself. 

Manufactures are in no need of the enormous 
protection which the act of 1842 gives them; they 
need but little, and I am willing to give them far 
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more than they need. I am ready to give them 
the protection resulting from the hizhest revenue 
duty, say thirty or thirty-three and one third per 
cent., which, with the costsand charges, and the 
importing merchant’s profit, is a protection of 
full fifty per cent. against the foreign rival. A 
difference of fifty per cent. is half the battle, and 
the manufacturer who cannot stand his ground 
with that difference in his favor, has certainly 
mistaken his vocation. 

Sut fifty per centum protection is not the only 
protection which our manufacturers would now 
enjoy; they now have the advantage of the same 
measure of values which is used in other coun- 
tries, and which will enable them to sell in the 
same markets, and against all competitors. We 
now have gold and silver in the country, the true 
measure of all values—the only standard of all 
prices—the safe protector of all labor. Since the 
gold bill of 1834, and the silver bill of the same 
year, $120,000,000 of gold and silver have been 
imported into the United States; and the importa- 
tion still continues, and can be carried to any 
amount that we please. ‘Twenty-four million 
were imported last year, of which, $17,500,000 
were in gold. Since I have satin this chair—that 
is to say, since the year 1820—§180,000,000 of 
silver, and $50,000,000 of gold, making the sum 
of $230,000,000 of hard meney, have been im- 
ported into our country, of which, $120,000,000, 
and $40,000,000 of it gold, now remain. This 
gives a hard-money currency to the country, and 
that currency is the safe and steady protector of 
all labor. Manufactures now have the advantage 
of this currency, worth more to them alone than 
any tariff that ever was invented in extravagant 
paper-money times. Joined to incidental protec- 
tion from revenue duties, and to other advantages 

| resulting from position, from cheapness of provi- 
| sions, lighttaxes,abundance of raw materials, free 
institutions, and above all, from future stability, 
, and it is impossible for them to do otherwise than 
| well. LI wish them to do well. I shall endeavor 
to make them do well; but cannot consent to sac- 
rifice other great interests to their exclusive and 
| inordinate prosperity. 

Mr. President, I have thus far spoken for the 

whole Union. I must now say a word for the 
great West; that vast region so fertile and so pat- 
riotic, and which now appears with twenty Sen- 
ators and near one hundred Representatives on the 
floor of Congress. This great region is agricul- 
tural; it wants foreign trade. Its exports are to- 
bacco, flour, grain, beef, pork, bacon, and other 
productions of the farm. We have seen how 
greatly the trade in all these articles flourished 
under the low-duty system, and how sadly it has 
declined and sunk away under the system of high 
duties. If the good of the Union required this 
great West to submit still longer to this decline 
| of its trade, | undertake to say that patriotism 
and love of the Union would induce it to submit; 
but when the only object is to give undue advant- 
age toa particular interest; to enrich inordinately 
| One Overgrown interest at the expense of all oth- 


ers, and at the expense of the harmony of the | 


Union besides; when this is the case, patriotism 
and reason forbid the sacrifice, and require a re- 
turn to that. system which favors its own inter- 
ests without being injurious to any other, and 
| under which the whole American people, so far as 
the tariff was concerned, wasa family of brothers. 
3esides the articles just mentioned, the great 
West has others, now becoming considerable— 
too large for home consumption—and greatly re- 
| quiring the outlet of a foreign market. Hemp, the 


| product of many western States, is one of these || 
| articles; it is already beginning to go to Europe. | 


| It has been shipped from New York and New 
| Orleans, and sold in Liverpool at a saving price. 
| Lead is another of these articles. It is the prod- 
| uct of two large States, and of two Territories 
| which are soon to become large States, and is in- 


_exhaustible in quantity. In the times of reckless | 


, banking and inflated paper currency, a tariff of 
| protection was demanded for the home consump- 
' tion of this article; as if any tariff could protect 
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individual or national labor from the depreciationa 
of a paper-money currency! Since gold and sil- 
ver have become the currency of the miners, these 
same people export lead to Europe and to China; 
and the novel export is increasing with a rapidity 
unknown in the history of any article. In 1839, 
the quantity exported was 81,377 pounds; in 1840, 
it was 882,620; in 184], it was 2,177,000 pounds; 
in 1842, it was 14,552,357; and in the first three 
quarters of 1843, which is as late as the accounts 
have been made up, it was no less than 15,000,000 
pounds. This is an immense item to be added to 
western exports. Joined to the exportation of 
hemp, and it gives to the great Westa great addi- 
tional interest in the success of foreign trade. 
Turning to myself, and to my own conduct in 
relation to the tariff, | can say that I voted for 
the act of 1824 cordially; for that of 1828 reluct- 
antly; that of 1832 with more satisfaction, be- 
cause it reduced duties on many necessaries, 
especially on coarse woolens and coarse blankets, 
which it brought down to five per cent.; that 
I voted against the compromise act because I 
thought the horizontal line wrong in principle, 
' and for other reasons; voted against ‘the act of 
1842 because I really believed it not only bad, but 
the worst act that ever has been passed on the 
subject. Now | make a speech in favor of re- 
turning to the old revenue system before the war. 
In all this time my feelings on the subject have 
never changed. I am now, and always have 
been, in favor of manufacturing industry, as well 
as that of agriculture and commerce. Llook upon 
each to be a great national interest, entitled to the 
support of the statesman. In theirdegrees of rel- 
ative importance, I hold agriculture, which fur- 
nishes the means of subsistence to man and beast, 
to be the first; manufactures, which fashions the 
crude material for the use of man, 1 hold to be 
the second; and commerce, which exchanges the 
superfluities of nations, | hold to be the third. 
But, while they have their relative degrees of im- 
portance, they are all great interests, auxiliaries 
to each other, and never to be brought into con- 
flict. My feeling with respect to either of them 
| is not changed; but twenty-four years’ attention 
to the question of manutactures has increased 
my stock of knowledge on that subject, and leaves 
| me with the full conviction that the incidental 
| protection which we contemplate, and the other 
aids mentioned, will be an ample support of that 
greatand meritorious branch of the national indus- 
try. When the high-duty system began, all de- 
clared it was to be temporary —it was only to con- 
tinue a few years, until manufactures took root, 
Now they are to be perpetual. When first in- 
troduced, they were resisted by the capitalists of 
Massachusetts. It required many years for the 
voliticians to seduce them into the new system; 
but they did it at last, by the extravagant boun- 
ties which they offered; and now, with their 
' enormous profits, it is not in human nature for 
them to be willing to relinquish the benefits they 
(enjoy. With their twelve and fifteen and seven- 
| teen per cent. of half yearly dividends, and a sur- 
lus reinvested, or laid by for division in the 
at they are unwilling, and very naturally, to 
return to twelve, or fifteen, or seventeen per cent. 
| per annum. 
| Let there be no panics—no alarms. The high- 
| tariff candidates for the Presidency and the Vice 
| Presidency were defeated in 1832; the bills then in- 
| troduced in the House of Representatives showed 
that manufactures had nothing to fear from the 
_ issue of that election; that discrimination and in- 
| cidental protection was the basis of Democratic 
| policy; and that every interest of the country 
| would be duly sustained. The same now. The 
| success of the Democracy in 1844 will be auspi- 
| 


cious to every interest, and as much so to manu- 
|| factures as to any other. 


Mr. SIMMONS next obtained the floor; but 
| the hour of adjournment being at hand, the sub- 
| ject was passed over informally. 

| LAND CLAIMS. 


On motion of Mr. BARROW, the bill for ad- 
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taken up, the question pending being on his mo- 


tion to add an additional section to the bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER stated the pend- 


ing question. 


Mr. BARROW withdrew the amendment. 


| to another point. Whether this subject onneey 
e 


| though a privileged question, was not limited to || 


Mr. McDUFFIE moved an amendment to em- | 
brace « class of claims growing out of perfect 


Spanish grants, (such as the Homo case.) 


Mr. JOHNSON objected to this amendment, 


as identical with one sa med gervienrn 
Mr. McDUFFIE explaine 


made by the surveyors. 


that he had made | 
an essential difference, providing that the lines 
should not be extended beyond those actually 


Mr. JOHNSON replied at considerable length. | 
The subject was further debated by Messrs. | 
CRITTENDEN, SEVIER, and HENDER- | 


SON; after which the amendment was rejected. | 
Mr. BAYARD moved an amendment, which || 

Mr. McDUFFIE approved; but Mr. HENDER- || order, the en and nays were demanded on the | 

SON objecting to it, the amendment was debated || question o 

| 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 1 


by Messrs. BAYARD, BERRIEN, and JOHN- 
SON; and finally rejected. 


reading. 
UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT. 


On motion of Mr. BERRIEN, the Senate bill | 
(No. 32) was taken up, being a bill concerning | 


the Supreme Court of the United States. 


The bill was reported with an amendment from | 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and considered | 
as in Committee of the Whole, where the amend- | 


ment was adopted. 

The bill was reported back to the Senate, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

It was then ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 


WILLIAM MACPHERSON. 


j 


| 





On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the bill for the || 
relief of William Macpherson was taken up, || 


considered, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 


The Senate then adjourned. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, March 26, 1844. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read, 
Mr. CHAPPELL rose and asked for a cor- 


rection of the Journal in reference to a vote which | 


he had given yesterday. 

The Journal was corrected accordingly, and 
then approved. 

Mr. WELLER said he believed the first busi- 
ness in order would be the motion made yester- 
day, by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Ham- 
Lin,] to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana was 
rejected. 

The SPEAKER observed that that was the 
question now before the House. 

Mr. WELLER said there seemed to be a dif- 
ference of opinion as to whether the language at- 


language of that gentleman or not; and in order 


to give time to examine it, and that they might | 


in the mean time go on with the public business, 


of the subject until next Monday week. 

Mr. HARALSON said he believed there was a 
motion now pending to lay the motion for recon- 
sideration on the table; if not, he would move to 
lay the whole subject on the table. 

Mr. WHITE said, if the question was to be 
taken on the motion to postpone, he asked a call 
of the House; and upon that motion he asked for 
the yeas and nays. 


The SPEAKER observed, that in the opinion i 
of the Chair, a call of the House would not now | 


be in order, the previous question having been 
demanded, and the main question ordered. 

Mr. WHITE asked for the yeas and nays on 
the motion to postpone. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 








r busi- 
ness? Whether the motion for reconsideration, 
the day on which it was made ? 

The SPEAKER observed that a privileged 
question always took precedence over other Lusi- 
ness, 





| 


' 


| 
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justing land claims within the States of Louisi- 
ana, Mississippi, Alabama, and Arkansas, was || came up this morning in preference to ot 


Mr. WELLER inquired of the Chair whether, | 


if the motion to reconsider should be adopted, a | 


motion to postpone would then be in order? 


The SPEAKER remarked that, under the oper- || 


ation of the previous question, no motion to post- 
pone was admissible. 


Mr. HOLMES inquired of the Speaker whether, || 
|| that was wholly personal to himself. 


if the subject were postponed, an act of injustice 


| 
| 


j 


would not be done, inasmuch as the resolution | 


passed yesterday would not go forth to the world | 


as the sentiments of. 
Mr. HOLMES was called to order. 





After some further consideration on a point of | 


laying on the table the motion for re- 
consideration, and were ordered; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 130. 


So the motion for reconsideration was not laid || 


on the table. 
The 

reconsideration; and decided in the affirmative— 
eas 102, nays 70. 


Mr. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the vote | 


by which the main question was ordered. 
Mr. WHITE called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 


On taking the question, the vote was—yeas 108, 
nays 66. 
ir. WELLER moved a reconsideration of the 


for the previous question. 


Mr. WHITE rose to a point of order; and || 


after a debate of a conversational character, be- 
tween that gentleman, the SPEAKER, and Mr. 
DROMGOOLE, the point of order was over- 
ruled. 

Some further conversation ensued, in which 


Mr. COBB, Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland, and | 


others, took part, and the question recurred on || sity for protection’’—from the Ohio Statesman, 


reconsidering the vote by which the House sec- 


| onded the demand for the previous question. 
Tellers were demanded, but they were not or- | 


dered. 
Mr. WHITE moved to reconsider the vote 


by which the main questian was ordered to be 
taken. 


The SPEAKER decided that the motion was 


| not in order. 


Mr. WHITE said his motion was to recon- 
sider a vote by which a proposition was carried. 
Did the Chair decide that his motion was not in 
order? 

The SPEAKER said such was the decision of 
the Chair. 
the main question upon the original proposition. 
This was not a day for the consideration of reso- 


_ lutions; and the House have adjourned under a 


|| call for the ppeeoen question, the subject must || 
| go over unti 
tributed to Mr. Clay in that amendment, was the || 


it came up in its order. 
Mr. WHITE. The question now stands on 


|| the demand for the main question. 
It does when the subject | 


|, comes before the House in its order. At present, | 
he moved to postpone the further consideration | 


The SPEAKER. 


the subject goes over. 

Mr. WHITE appealed from the decision of the 
Chair. He contended that, inasmuch as the pre- 
vious question had been demanded and seconded 


| yesterday, the subject did not go over, but came 


| up as the unfinished business, and must first be 


disposed of. 
The question on the appeal was put, and the 


|| decision of the Chair was sustained by the House. 


Mr. WHITE suggested a point of order, that | 


the motion to postpone was not in order, as the 
House had resolved, by solemn vote, that the 
main question should be taken. 

The SPEAKER coincided ia this opinion. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 


Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, asked the indul- 
gence of the House to permit him to make an ex- 
planation. 


The question now was upon ordering || 





uestion was then taken on the motion for || 
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osition. A gentleman rises, and asks to be ,,. 
mitted to make an explanation personal tu hime 
and the gentleman from Kentucky Proposes eet, 
Mr. SCHENCK called the gentleman from yn 
ginia [Mr. DromcGoo te] to order. oe 
Mr. DROMGOOLE said that he was not awe, 
that any motion had been made to sus _ 
rules, and he was therefore not out of 6 
-Mr. HARALSON said if the 
Indiana was to be permitted to explain, he Wanted 
also to make an explanation. He had made one 
he said, yesterday, but the reporters had not no. 
ticed it. Y 
Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, said he would not 


insist upon a suspension of the rules ina Matter 


pend the 
rder, 
gentleman from 


Mr. HOLMES said if the gentleman declined 
to move asuspension of the rules, he would mak 
that motion; for he thought it was due to the 


| gentleman, to the House, and to the country, that 


he should have an opportunity to make the ey. 
planation. 

The yeas and nays were demanded on the mo. 
tion to suspend the rules, and ordered; and be; 
taken, resulted—yeas 117, nays 49. 

So the rules were suspended. 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, said he thanked the 
House for the indulgence they had given him to 


o 
ng 


| make an explanation personal to himself; and, 





| under their indulgence, he pledged himself not io 


| trespass long upon their patience, but to confine 
| himself to the question, and not travel out of the 


| record. 





| ment. 


When the gentleman from Maryland 
yesterday offered his resolution, which contained 


| extracts from the letter of General Jackson to Dr, 


Coleman, of North Carolina, believing it to be 


, unfair to hold any party in politics to the opin. 
vote by which the House seconded the demand || 


ions expressed by distinguished men of that party 
upon mere abstract questions, he copied the amend- 
ment, purporting to bean extract from the speech 
of Mr. Clay, made at the extra session of Con- 
gress, in which Mr. Clay is represented as say- 
ing, ‘Carry out the principles of the compromise act. 
Look to revenue alone for the support of the Govern- 
Do not raise the question of protection which 
I had hoped had been put to rest. There is no neces- 


| paper published at Columbus, Ohio, and whose 
| editor (Colonel Medary) he believed to be an 
| honorable man. 





He knew the resolution contained, if not the 
precise language, at least the sentiments oft re- 
peated by Mr. Clay; and the same article in the 
Statesman, from which he made the quotation, 
contained extracts from the letter of Mr. Clay to 
Branham and Bledsoe, of Eatonville, Georgia, 
dated July 28, 1843; his letter to Mr. Merriwether, 
of Georgia, dated October 2, 1843; also, his letter 
to F. S. Bronson, of Georgia, dated October 13, 
1843; and several other letters, which he knew to 
be genuine; in all of which he took strong ground 
in favor of low duties, and of adhering to the prin- 
ciples of the comfromise act. He was frank to 


| admit that he had not been able to find the exact 


language used in the quotation in any printed 
speech of Mr. Clay; yet he was still inclined to 
believe that it was genuine, and that such a speech 
had been made. He had written to the editor; 
and hoped, in due season, to obtain such inforn- 
ation as would enable him to find it. _ 

In a speech which Mr. Clay made in March, 
1842, he uses the following language: 

* Let me not be misunderstood, and let me entreat that 
I may not be misrepresented. [am not advocating the re- 
newal of a high protective policy. I am for abiding by the 
principles of the compromise act; I am for doing what no 
southern man of a fair or candid mind has ever yet denied 
—giving to the country a revenue which may provide for 
the economical wants of the Government, and, at the same 
time, give an incidental protection to our home industry. 

Mr. B. said he was further prepared, by evi- 
dence, to prove that Mr. Clay, at this time, en- 
tertained such sentiments; and, with the indul- 


| gence of the House, he would read some extracts 
| from Mr. Clay’s recent letters and speeches, the 


would be indulged; if the gentleman had inad- || 


vertently been Jed into an error, it was due to 


plain; but he also thought it would be but just 


that the same indulgence should be extended to | 


himself, for the purpose of replying. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE said the gentleman from 


| 


Mr err ents be hoes . | authenticity of whgch no gentleman would doubt. 
Mr. said he hoped the gentleman |) 


Mr. B. commenced reading an extract from & 
speech recently made by Mr. Clay, at Columbus, 


} _ Georgia. 
him that he should have an opportunity to ex- || 


Mr. WHITE objected, and said he must con- 


fine the gentleman from Indiana to the record. 


Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, said, very well. If 


the gentleman objected, he would not persist In 
reading; but would give the gentleman and the 


Mr. HAMLIN called the attention of the Chair || Kentucky had made a most extraordinary prop- || House notice that he would, upon some proper 
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‘on during the present session of Congress, 
ive his vinere ta fall upon this question; when | 
e would be able clearly to show that, to the | 
South, Mr. Clay always declared himself in favor | 
of the compromise act and low duties, whatever | 
his opinions ma have been in other quarters. 
He would, therefore, not further trespass upon | 
the patience of the House, but thank them for the | 
kindness extended to him by the House to enable 
him to make this explanation. 

Mr. WELLER moved that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union, for the purpose of proceeding | 
with the public business. We have had enough | 
of this business. 

Mr. WHITE said he appealed to the magna- 
nimity of the gentleman from Ohio, to allow him 
to make an explanation. The House had in- 
dulged the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Brown} 
to make an explanation, and he had reiterated his 
assertions of yesterday. | 














Mr. RATHBUN inquired if there was any || 


question before the House? 


The SPEAKER asked if the gentleman from || 


Ohio withdrew his motion? 

Mr. WELLER said that there was not a gen- | 
tleman on that side of the House to whom he | 
would sooner extend an act of courtesy than the | 
gentleman from Kentucky; but his anxiety to | 

rogress with the business of the House forbade 
ee to withdraw his motion. If the matter per- 
sonally concerned the gentleman, or affected his 


honor, he would not hesitate to withdraw the || taining the principles of the compromise act ? 


mouon. 

Mr. WHITE said that it was a matter personal | 
to himself, affecting his honor asa gentleman; | 
and he hoped the House would indulge him in | 
making an explanation. | 


Mr. WELLER then withdrew his motion. 
The SPEAKER said that if no objections were | 


made, the gentleman could make his desired ex- | 


planation. 


Mr. HUNT, of New York, moved that the | 


rules be suspended to allow the gentleman from | 
Kentucky to proceed with his explanation. 

Mr. HARALSON said they had better sus- 
pend debate for the purpose of going to busi- 
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|| paper to be a forgery, and pledged himself to 





himself and the gentleman from Indiana, which | in defense of Mr. Clay’s character and honor, in 
did not, as he conceived, concern the House. | violation of the courtesy extended to him by the 
Now, whether the suspension of the rules, to al- | House, under the pretense that he was defending 
low the gentleman to make a personal explana- | his own honor. If the gentleman was allowed to 
| tion, authorized him to go into private conversa- read extracts as a personal matter, he hoped the 
| tions with the members, and into the political | same indulgence would be extended to him; for 
| course of Mr. Clay, he left the Chair to decide. | he it was who had expressed doubts of the cor- 
Mr. WHITE said that he had pronounced the | rectness of the gentleman’s information, and the 
matter was equally personal to him. 
The SPEAKER said that the gentleman from 
Kentucky had stated that his veracity was called 


| prove it was so; and he should stand condemned | 

| before the House and the country if he did not, | 

to the satisfaction of every honorable mind —— || in question, and desired leave to make an expla- 
Mr. KING, of New York, desired to under- | nation, which had been granted him by the House. 

stand from the gentleman from Kentucky whether || It was to be presumed, therefore, that he ought 

Mr. Clay was opposed to the seineiplen of the |, to be allowed to bring forward such circumstances 

compromise act ? || as would go to show the correctness of his state- 
Mr. WHITE said not at all; he would explain |' ment. 

to the gentleman Mr. Clay’s sentiments on that | Mr. HENLEY said, very well; he should ex- 

subject. ; || pect the same indulgence from the House, 

The SPEAKER gave his decision on the ques- 1 Mr. WHITE said he would be the last man 
| tion of order raised by Mr. Potter. The gen- |) to attempt to close this debate. When the truth 
| tleman from Kentucky was allowed to make an || was at issue, he hoped there was not a member 
| explanation personal to himself; but he could not || on that floor so destitute of courtesy as to refuse 
| think it proper for him to go into Mr. Clay’s || the privilege of an explanation. 
speeches. When he said to the gentleman from Indiana, 


Mr. STEENROD hoped the gentleman from || [Mr. Henver,] yesterday, that the language im- 
Kentucky would allow him to ask him a ques- | puted to Mr. Clay was a forgery, and that he 
tion. When he stated that he had examined Mr. || could not establish its truth, the gentleman said 
Clay’s speeches, and found nothing in them like || that he could; and they were, therefore, at issue. 
the language of the resolution of the gentleman || The gentleman had been, no doubt, since then, 
from Indiana, did he mean to say that Mr. Clay || searching, with a keen eye, for proof, but had 
had never expressed himself in favor of main- || found nothing to bear him out. 
| Mr. HENLEY said that he had; and that he 
Mr. WHITE said that he did not. The gen- || could snow that the amendment offered by his 
tleman would see the dilemma he was in. The || colleague contained the sentiments of Mr. Clay 
gentleman from Indiana, notwithstanding his || as expressed by him, though not, perhaps, in the 
averment, had repeated that he still believed that || exact language he used. 
Mr. Clay used the language imputed tohim; and || Mr. WHITE said that the gentleman might 
his object was to show, from Mr. Clay’s speeches | have found something like it in different sen- 
about that time, that his language was of a dif- || tences, but he could never get it in a single par- 
ferent character. This he was proceeding to do, |, agraph. 
|| when he was interrupted. ‘|| Mr. HENLEY said that he had no doubt that 
Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, hoped the gentle- | Mr. Clay had expressed the sentiment contained 
man would allow him to make one suggestion. | in the resolution of his colleague, and at a proper 
The gentleman did come to him yesterday, and | time he would show that he did say the same 
did tell him that the language of his resolution || thing in substance, though he might not have 
was not used by Mr. Clay; but he had the au- || used the precise words that were given in the 


| 
| 














ness. 

Afiersome conversation, the question was taken 
on Mr. Huxr’s motion, and carried. 

Mr. WHITE, after thanking the House for 
the courtesy extended to him, stated that, in the 
appeal he made to the House, he felt that his 
honor as a gentleman, and character as a man, 
was involved; and that it was due to himself to 
prove the truth of the assertion he made yes- 
terday—that Mr. Clay never used the language 
imputed to him in the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Indiana. It would be recollected by 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Brown,] that 
the moment he offered his amendment, he (Mr. 
W.) went to him and stated that Mr. Clay never 
used the language there imputed to him. He 
averred, without reservation, that Mr. Clay, from 
the day he first entered Congress to the last, never 
used any such language, and that the report from 
which the gentleman had taken it was a forgery. 
In saying this, he did not mean to impute, in the 
remotest degree, anything dishonorable to the 
gentleman from Indiana. He was satisfied that 
the gentleman believed the report to be genuine, 
or he never would have used it. He himself saw 
the same thing, word for word, and letter for let- 


















thority of a paper of high standing, and it was | resolution. Mr. Clay had expressed similar sen- 

not to be presumed that the gentleman from Ken- |, timents in his speech on the compromise act; and, 

tucky could know all that Mr. Clay had said, || from that time to this, on various occasions. 

and all that he had not said. In his explanation, | Mr. CALDWELL hoped his colleague would 

therefore, he could not have intended to impute || allow him to ask him a question. He wished to 

anything dishonorable to the gentleman from || inquire of him, whether Mr. Clay did not, in a 

Kentucky, or to convey the idea that he had said || letter to a gentleman in the South, use the lan- 

anything that he did not honestly believe. || guage contained in the paper which he held in 
Mr. WHITE replied that he so understood || his hand? Mr. C. handed up the paper to be 

the gentleman from Indiana; but though he made || read by the Clerk. 

the averment that Mr. Clay had never used any || Mr. WHITE said that he could not answer the 

such language, yet it was not satisfactory to the || gentleman’s question; his explanation was not 

gentleman who contends that Mr. Clay has used || allowed him for any such purpose. 

language similar to it. So it was with the gen-|| Several gentlemen called for the reading of the 

tleman from Virginia [Mr. Streenrop,] and other || paper. 

gentlemen round him; and he therefore hoped |} The Clerk commenced reading, when he was 

the House would indulge him in making a full || interrupted by Mr. W., who said he could not 

explanation. He was not going into all Mr. || give way to the gentleman. 

Clay’s speeches. He would confine himself to || Several gentlemen called for the reading of the 

the naked issue before the House, and would call || paper. 

their attention only to what Mr. Clay said in 1841. || The SPEAKER said that the gentleman from 

Mr. W. read an extract from one of Mr. Clay’s || Kentucky had yielded the floor to allow his col- 

speeches in 1841, in which he said ‘it was the || league [Mr. Catpwe tt] to put a question to him, 

duty of all nations to protect their manufactures || and the House therefore had a right to know 

to such an extent as was necessary to keep them || what that question was. 

ina flourishing condition.’”? This remark was | The Clerk then read the extract, as follows: 











ter, in one of the western papers. No doubt the 
gentleman from Indiana was deceived and led into 
error through his confidence in a newapaper 
agreeing with him in political sentiments. But 
he assured the gentleman from Indiana, and the | 
House, that, from his knowledge of the man, he | 
entertained the solemn conviction that Mr. Clay | 
hever could have used any such language, for it | 
would have been inconsistent with his character | 
and with his whole political life; and he had, | 
therefore, no hesitation in pronouncing the paper 
a forgery. Now, he would call the attention of 
the House to the speeches of Mr. Clay in 1841. 
Mr. POTTER, of Ohio, rose to a question of 
order. The rules had been suspended to allow 
the gentleman from Kentucky to make an expla- 
nation personal to himself; but he was now going 
on to make an explanation personal to Mr. Clay. 
He understood, also, that the gentleman, so far 
as he had made an explanation personal to him- 
self, referred to a private conversation between 


made on the very day that this forged extract 
purports to have been delivered. Mr. 
some further extracts from Mr. Clay’s speeches, | 
when 

Mr. HENLEY rose to a point of order. 








Mr. WHITE hoped the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, after doubting the averment he made yester- | 
day, would allow him to go on and show the | 
truth of it. 

Mr. HENLEY said that the gentleman from | 
Kentucky had now read three or four extracts 
from Mr. Clay’s speeches, when he obtained the | 
floor by the courtesy of the House for the pur- 

ose of making a personal explanation. His col- 
eague had read But a single extract from the 
speech of Mr. Clay; and, in order to avoid abus- | 
ing the courtesy of the House, had closed his | 
remarks, proposing at another time to establish | 
the correctness of his position. The gentleman | 
from Kentucky had had a similar favor extended 
to him, and was now proceeding to make a speech 


| 
| 
| 








W. made || sake. 


“ There is no necessity of protection for protection’s 
The compromise must be adhered to.” 


Mr. WHITE said he was thankful to his col- 
league [Mr. ree for calling his attention 
to that matter; but if the gentleman had waited 
until he had read the next quotation, to which he 
was about to call the attention of the House, that 
gentleman would have seen an answer to his ques- 
tion anticipated. He then continued his quota- 
tions from Mr. Clay’s speeches, delivered in the 
Senate of the United States, at the extra session 
of 1841, that Mr. Clay’s views and opinions 
might be distinctly understood. He solemnly 
averred that Mr. Clay’s language on all occasions 
had repudiated the doctrines and sentiments which 
the pretended extract set forth—an extract which 
he declared to be a forgery. 

He then quoted Mr. Clay’s Hanover speech, 
which, he said, corroborated the assertion that 
the extract brought before the House was a 


forgery. 
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Mr. BIDLACK asked a question which was || 
not distinctly heard. i] 
Mr. THOMPSON hoped the gentleman from | 
Kentucky would be allowed to go on. 

Mr. WELLER sé4id he was compelled to call 
the gentleman from Kentucky to order. He had 
given his assent to the motion permitting the gen- 
tleman fiom Kentucky making an explanation on 
the understanding that the explanation was per- 
sonal, and on a subject affecting the gentleman’s 
honor, which he was desirous to vindicate; but 
he would now appeal to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky whether he did not himself think he was 

oing beyond the bounds of order? 

Mr. WHITE explained, and was understood 
to say he was proceeding to purge himself of an 
accusation of falsehood, and that his honor was 
involved in this matter, 

Mr. WELLER said that if he understood the 
averment, the gentleman from Kentucky was al- 
luding to private conversations which were not 
before either the House or the country. 

Mr. WHITE hoped he should be indulged for 
afew minutes. He then went on and read an 
extract from a speech made by Mr. Clay, as was 
understood, in 1842, on the subject of protection 
and the compromise act, and was proceeding to 
comment thereon, when | 

Mr. HALE called him to order. He said the 
gentleman from Kentucky, instead of giving them | 
a personal explanation, was going into a disser- 
tation of Mr. Clay’s speeches; this was not in 
order, and he therefore called upon the Chair for | 
a decision. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that | 
the gentleman from Kentucky was not in order. 

Mr. HALE then called for an enforcement of | 
the rule which required the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to take his seat unless permitted to proceed | 
in order by the decision of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said the rules were sus- | 
pended to allow the gentleman from Kentucky to 
make an explanation to relieve his character; and 
in doing so, it seemed to him that the House left 
it to the gentleman from Kentucky to decide upon 
the course he should pursue, for he was the prop- | 
er judge of what was necessary to the vindication 
of his character; and for the House to decide 
otherwise was to throw an imputation on the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. He, however, would now 
move that the gentleman from Kentucky be per- 
mitted to proceed in order. 1} 

Mr. HUNT called for the yeas and nays; and 
being ordered, they resulted—yeas 9], nays 58. 

So the gentleman from Kentucky was allowed 
to proceed in order. 

Mr. WHITE observed that if he had been al- 
lowed to proceed without interruption, he would 
have finished by this time; and he now signified 
his intention to close with very few additional 
remarks in his own vindication. Without tres- 
passing on the patience of the House, he would | 
merely call their attention to a very short extract 
from a speech of Mr. Clay, applicable to this 
very subject. [Mr. W. read anextract from Mr. 
Clay’s farewell speech in the Senate, where he 
declared himself favorable to incidental protection | 
arising from a tariff for revenue.] Mr. W. de- | 
clared his belief that the language attributed to 
Mr. Clay in the amendment moved by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana was never used by him, but 
had been falsely imputed to him by some letter- 
writer in the newspaper from which the gentleman 
had extracted it. Mr. W. was proceeding to com- 
ment upon the opinions of Mr. Clay, when 

Mr. RATHBUN rose, and inquired of the | 
Chair whether the gentleman was in order? 

The SPEAKER observed that the course of 
remark pursued by the gentleman was very far | 
beyond what, in the opinion of the Chair, the | 
gentleman was authorized to indulge in. 

Mr. WHITE said he did not propose to go | 
any further; and, but for the interruption of the 
gentleman from New York, he would, by this | 
tume, have concluded. 


SECOND RRGIMENT OF DRAGOONS. 


On motion of Mr. C. JOHNSON, the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. C. Jonnson in the 
chair,) and took up for consideration bill No. 59, 
which repeals so much of the act approved Au- 

ust, 1842, as required the second regiment of , 
ragoons to be converted into a rifle regiment. 








| before them. ; 
| ments would be sufficient to keep this number 


Mr. McKAY moved to postpone the consider- 
ation of this bill, and to take up the Army ap- 
propriation bill. 

Upon this motion, the vote was taken by tellers, 
and stood thus—ayes 29, noes 53. 
No quorum voting, 


| 


|| to redeem that pledge. 


Mr. ADAMS suggested that the committee rise | 


and report this fact, with a view to having a call 
of the House, 

Mr. M:KAY, however, withdrew his motion; 
and the consideration of the bill was proceeded 
with; the pending question being the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Apams,] to strike out the whole bill, and 
insert the following: ** From and after the Ist day 


of July next, the second regiment of dragoons | 


shall be disbanded.’’ 

Mr. ADAMS remarked that his object was 
merely to test the principle—to ascertain whether 
the House were disposed to remount or to dis- 
band this regiment. 

Mr. CROSS said he could not excuse himself 


| to his constituents, if he were not to trespass for 


a few moments on the attention of the committee 
upon 80 important a question to them as that of 


keeping up a force in their neighborhood to pro- | 


tect them against the incursions of the Indians. 
He contended that a force was absolutely neces- 


| 


| 


sary to be kept up upon the western frontiers; | 


and as a mounted force was much more efficient 
than infantry, and could be more expeditiously 
transferred from one post to another, such force 


was to be preferred. There were upwards of sixty | 


thousand Indians along that frontier, and a mill- 
tary force of only five hundred men. This Gov- 
ernment was not only under an obligation to pro- 


tect our citizens, but they were under treaty | 


| stipulations to preserve peace among the various 


Indian tribes. The trade of that quarter was rap- 


idly increasing; and it was necessary that protec- | 


tion should be afforded to it. 
Mr. JAMESON said he wouid state, for the 


| information of the House, that there were two 


thousand two hundred miles of frontier where 
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| which he thought ought to be reduced, 


| in their parlors to superintend men to guard oy 


| Army appropriation bill had been acted upon, 


there was no natural barrier between the whites |, 


and the Indians, and that to guard this frontier | 


there were but two thousand two hundred and 
forty seven officers and soldiers of the United 
States Army. It would be recollected that it had 
been the policy of this Government, for many 


years back, to remove the Indians from the sev- | 


eral States west of the Mississippi on this fron- 


| tier, and there were at this time, asestimated by 


General Scott, not less than fifty thousand war- 
riors within striking distance of the settlements. 


why infantry would not be so eflicientas cavalry 


| on that frontier. 


It was also stated by General Scott that there 


| This fact, the general said, was a strong reason || 


were but two skeleton regiments of infantry to | 
keep these fifty thousand warriors in check. ‘The | 


importance of cavalry on that frontier had also 


| been urged by General Jesup and several other 
| officers of the Army. 


y- Taking into consideration 
the fact that the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means had not reported a single 
appropriation for fortification on this whole line 
of frontier, and taking into consideration the num- 
ber of warlike Indians on our borders, it did seem 
to him that the House would see the necessity 
of making the change contemplated by the bill 
It was not pretended that two regi- 


of warlike Indians in check, but they would be | 


useful in restraining any sudden movements, and 
by watching their movements, afford time to col- 


lect a sufficient force to repel them when neces- | 


sary. Here Mr. J. gave a description of the line 


of frontier, and its defenseless position. He then | 


went on to say, that instead of these Indians being 


civilized, as some gentlemen stated, on probably 


two hundred miles of this frontier the Indians 
were as wild and as uncivilized as those beyond 
the Rocky Mountains. He then spoke of the 


|| tion. 


Indian mode of warfare; their sudden attacks and | 


predatory inroads, and the impossibility of over- 
taking and chastising them, with infantry only. 
In one instance that he knew of, a predatory band 


| crossed the frontier, and committed several mur- 


ders, and being well mounted, escaped, without 
its ever being known what tribe it was. 

Mr. J.,in conclusion, referred to the pledges 
made by the Government when these Indians 


| were located on the frontiers, that the States en- || 


| ordered to be now put, viz: ** Shall the bill pass?” 


/ on Enrolled bills, reported the following; which 
| were signed by the Speaker: 


' tablish branch mints in the United States.” 





March 26, 


dangered by their location should be 


from their aggressions; and called on Protected 


re House 


Mr. HALE made some observations jy sen 
sition to the bill, and took occasion to apeak of 
the expenditures of the military establishmen: 


After a few words of explanation from M 
HARALSON, = 
Mr. HALE continued his remarks on the to: 
inutility of many of our troops, and declared |. 
unwillingness to pay a major general and othe 
officers such large sums, merely for sitting at nae 


forts, and save from plunder our cannon apg 
other implements of war. He concluded |» 
moving that the turther consideration of the |) 
be postponed. 7 

Mr. THOMASSON defended the bill, and 
contended that the remounting of this regimen, 
was necessary to the protection of the westery 
frontier. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, warmly contend. 
ed for the protection of the frontier, and caused 
several letters to be read by the Clerk, in which 
the dangers to which the residents on the frontier 
were exposed were set forth. The remounting 
of this regiment he deemed but justice to the 
western people, on whose borders the Govyerp. 
ment had placed so many warlike Indian tribes, 
He enumerated the western forts and the amount 
of troops employed in their defense, and showed 
the inefficiency of the force there employed, 

Mr. ADAMS said when he made this proposi- 
tion, it was with no disposition to aim a blow at 
this particular regiment. He wanted to test the 
question of reduction or increase. He thought 
there was, at all events, a necessity for reducing 
infantry; for, from all the arguments which he 
had heard advanced, it appeared that they were 
almost utterly useless, He would, therefore, be 
perfectly satisfied that the further consideration 
of this subject should be postponed until the 


until the House comes to a decision as to what 
shall be the amount of Army appropriations, 
Mr. ADAMS then withdrew the amendment; 
and, on motion of Mr. HAMLIN, the committee 
rose and reported the bill. 
Upon ordering the bill to a third reading, 
Mr. A. V. BROWN moved the previous ques- 


tion; which was seconded, and the main question 













Upon this motion the yeas and nays were de- 
manded and ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 94, nays 56. 

So the bill was passed. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. FOSTER announced the presence of his 
colleague, Hon. DarraGH, member elect in 
the place of Hon. William Wilkins; who, after 
having taken the usual oath to support the Cou- 
stitution, took his seat. 


BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, from the Committee 





A bill for the relief of George Davenport; and 
A bill to amend an act entitled ‘*An act to es- 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. SIMONS, from the Committee on En- 
graving, made the following report: 
The Committee on Engraving, to whom was referred the 


| diagrams to accompany document No, 94, on weights, 
| measures, and balances, report: 


Thatin their opinion, the diagrams should accompany the 
document; and they, therefore, recommend their publica- 


Resolved, That the diagrams accompanying document 


| No. 94, on weights, measures, and balances, be furnished 


to accompany the printed document. 
The House then adjourned. 





The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them : 
By Mr. MeCLERNAND : The petition of numerous citi- 
zens of Williamson‘ county, Lilinots, praying Congress to 
take measures for the improvement ot the navigation of the 
Mississippi river ; which was referred to the Committee on 


' Roads and Canals. 


Also, the memorial and proceedings of a public meeting 
in Equality, Gallatin county, Illinois, praying the establish- 
ment of an armory at Massac, in the State of Iilinois, pur- 
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suant to che recommendation of the commissioners appoint- 


{by the President to that effect; which were referred to 
e -Comunittee on Military Affairs. ; 

* Mr. THOMPSON: The petition of A, A. Pickard 

i fifty others, praying the grant of @ certain township 
therein named; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pa a LIDELL : The petition of A. H. Donaldson 

at hundred and twenty citizens of New Orleans, 
pe ing for the establishment of light-houses on Dauphin 
pr Horn Islands; which was reterred to the Committee on 
Coulir. DAWSON : The petition of Archibald D. Palmer, 
for confirmation of land titles, &e. aoe 
py Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of William G. Pettus 
and one hundred and seventy-two otbers, citizens of the 
be made by Congress for the improvement of the western 
waters; Which was referred tothe Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. ; . im 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The memorial of N. Ellington and 
one hundred and twenty-six others, citizens of Coles coun- 
ty, [linots, asking appropriauons for the improvement of 
the Mississippi and its tributaries. 

Also, the memorial of Abner Johnson and eighty-two 
others, citizens of Shelby, Fayette, and Clinton counties, 
asking a graut of land to improve the Kaskaskia river. 

By Mr. BENTON: The petition of Addison Manley and 
one hundred and sixty-four others, inhabitants of Norway 
and vieinity, in the county of Herkimer, and State of New 
York, asking a reduction of postage, and a modification of 
the franking privilege. a 

By Mr. BLACKWELL: The petition of one hundred 
and thirty-six citizens of Tennessee, for the establishment 
of a post route from Cleveland to Pikeville, Tennessee, to 
intersect the route from Pikeville to McMinnvilley'Ten- 
nessee. . a 

Also, the petition of twenty-six citizens of Tennessee, 
praying the establishment of a post route from Charleston 
to Chattanooga, Tennessee, via Georgetown, Vanville, 


c. 

Also, the petition of thirty-four citizens of Tennessee, 
praying the establishment of a mail route from Cleveland, 
Teunessee, to Roane, Georgia, via Red Clay, Dogwood, 
aud Medicinal Springs. 

Also. the memorial of Francis Johnson, asking pay for 


horses Jost during the war with Great Britain, in 1lsl4; 
| 


which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TILDEN: The petition of William Coolman, jr., 
and sundry others, citizens of Ravenna, Portage county, 
Ohio, praying for appropriations for the improvement of the 
harbor of Cleveland ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RAMSEY :. The petition of Samue! Batolch and 
pinety others, citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, 
praying Congress to maintain the tariff of 1842, unul ex- 
perience shall have demonstrated, by ascertained facts, that 
achange would be for the better. 

Also, the petition of J. C. Mart}, and one hundred others, 
citizens of Schuylkill country, Pennsylvania, protesting 
against any interference with the tariff of 1542. 


} 
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| By Mr. SEVERANCE: The remonstrance of Jeremiah 


| O’Brien, and twenty-one others, of Machias, in Maine, 


aty of St. Charles, Missouri, praying that appropriations | | 


By Mr. ROCKWELL: The remonstrance of Zenas | 


Crane and others, against the passage of an international 

copyright law. 

By Mr. NES: The petition of John J. Cochran, William 
Iigenfritz, and three hundred and thirty-seven others, citi- 
zens of York county, Pennsylvania, praying Congress not 
to disturb the present tariff law, passed in 1812. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: The petition of Daniel B. Bush and 
sundry others, citizens of Pike county, [linois, praying tor 
hberal appropriations for the improvement of the western 
rivers; Which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Carlin and Hiram Rogers, 
praying that ferry boats may be exempt from the operation 
of the law requiring engines and boilers to be inspected. 

Also, the petition of Benjamin R. Burr and a large num- 
ber of others, citizens of the counties of Green, Macoupin, 
Morgan, and Sangamon, praying for a mail route frem 
Payette to Springfield; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Reads. - 

Also, the petition of Daniel Waldo and divers others, cit- 
izeus Of Meredosia, Morgan county, Illinois, praying tor 
appropriations for the improvement of the western rivers 5 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of county, 
praying for a grant of school lands to the Rome township, 
in that county, so as to place it on an equality with other 
townships in that respect; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Galena and its 
Vicinity, in Illinois, praying for apppropriations for the im- 
provement of the western rivers; which was referred tothe 
Committee on Commerce. 

_ By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of numerous cit- 
izens of La Salle county, Illinois, for the improvement of 
the western waters; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the Mayor and Common Council of 
the city of Chicago, of the ship masters and sailors upon 
Lake Michigan, and of several hundred citizens of Chi- 
cago, for the construction of a light house at that place. 
Also, sundry letters, maps, and statistics, with reference to 
the same subject; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, a petition for a mail route from Belvidere, via Hart- 
land and MeHenry, to Little Fort, Lake county, Hlinois ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FISH: The memorial of the heirs of Jacob Van- 
ervoort for a pension. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of L. W. Guiteau and fitty- 
SiX others, citizens of the county of Stephenson, in the 
State of Illinois, praying Congress to make appropriations 
for the immediate improvement of the Missouri and upper 
Mississippi rivers; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of Rufus Kibbie 
and others, citizens of Michigan, for a new mail route. 





| against the passage of a law to admit into ports of the Uni- 
ted States, tree of duty, lumber sawed in the provinee of 
New Brunswick, from timber grown in Maine, upon the 
waters of the river St. John. 

By Mr. OWEN: The memorial of Charles D. Purcell. and 
| sixty-three others, citizens of Gibson county, Indiana, ask- 
ing a grant of land to complete the national thoroughfare 
| between the lakes and the Ohio, by the improvement of the 
; Wabash. 

By Mr. BOYD: The memorial and papers of James Bow- 
lin, praying a pension on account Of injuries received in 
the army during the late war. 

| By Mr. DEAN: The petition from David Hunter and 
fifty-nine others, citizens of Fredericksburg, Wayne coun- 
| ty, Obio, urging Congress to extend the provisions of the 
| ordinance of 1787, regulating the northwest territory, over 
the territory of Oregon; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Iroquois county, 
for a mail route from Chicago, via Blue Island, Thornton, 
| Crete, Robert Hill’s Bridge, Concord, Parish’s Grove, and 
| Anechicer Bridge, to Lafayette, Indiana; which was re 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, March 27, 1844. 

On motion of Mr. FOSTER, the adverse re- 
ports made from the Committee on Claims, by 
Mr. Woopsury, on the bills for the relief of S. 
B. Tuck and William Jones, were recommitted, 
with the bills, to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 





by citizens of Elkton, Maryland, and its vicinity, 

praying Congress to make no change in the rate 
| of duties under the present tariff until experience 
' had demonstrated that a change would be better 
| for the interests of the country; and 
Mr. FRANCIS presented a similar memorial 
| from Providence, Rhode Island; which were re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial 
from the legal representatives of Thomas Eames, 
deceased, praying indemnity for the illegal con- 
fiscation of property belonging to the said Eames 
for an alleged violation of law, and a reimburse- 
ment of the goods and expenses incurred thereby; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. BREESE presented a memorial from Joel 
| A. Mattison and Hardin Bigelow, of Illinois, 
| praying the payment of damages for the illegal 


| seizure and detention of certain railroad iron by | 


| the collector at Cincinnati; which was referred to 
| the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs, made adverse reports on the memorial of 
Lieutenant George T. Sinclair, praying pay for 
| the performance of duties of a higher grade; also, 
| the petition of Amos Cheek and others, warrant 
officers in the exploring expedition, for extra 
pay; and the memorial of James R. Howitson, 
praying compensation for the performance of sci- 
entific duties on the exploring expedition; which 
reports were ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 
| Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
| reported back, without amendment, House bills 
| making appropriations for certain fortifications 
of the United States for the year beginning on 
the Ist day of July, 1844, and ending 30th June, 
1845, and for the support of the Military Acad- 
emy at West Point for the fiscal year ending the 
30th June, 1845. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Benja- 
min B, Ferguson; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which had been referred the memorial 
of Peter Von Schmidt, asking compensation for 
translating from the Russian language a docu- 
ment on the culture of hemp, reported a bill for 
his relief; which was read, and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading. 


FLORIDA WAR. 


The bill for the settlement of claims for the loss 
of property by reason of its military occupation 
in the Territory of Florida was taken up as in 
Committee of the Whole; but, 
On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, its considera- 
_ tion was postponed to enable him to examine the 
, bill, to see how far its provisions were inconsist- 
ent with the bills which had passed the other 


| Mr. PEARCE presented a memorial, signed | 
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House this session for the settlement of those 
claims in individual cases. , 
The foilowing bills were taken up and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading: 
The bill torthe relief of John Atchison; 
The bill for the rclief of William Henson; and 
The bill to amend the judiciary act passed the 
24th September, 1789. [This bill was framed to 
suit the recommendation of the Secretary of the 

| Treasury, in his annual report, by removing cer- 
tain restrictions to the trial of revenue cases in 
inferior courts of the United States. } 


| SALARY OF DISTRICT JUDGE. 


The bill to increase the salary of the district 
judge of the United States for the district of East 
| Tennessee, Middle Tennessee, and the western 
district of Tennessee, in the eighth judicial dis- 
trict, was taken up as in Committee of the 


|| Whole. 


Mr. JARNAGIN explained that this bill pro- 


|| posed to raise the salary of the judge from $1,500 


per annum to $2,000. He remarked that the 
amount of labor now required of that officer wag 
double what it was when he was appointed; and 
that the increase of salary proposed would not be 
more than a fair compensation for the services 
rendered. 

Mr. TAPPAN inquired whether there were 
three district judges in Tennessee? 

Mr. JARNAGIN replied that there was but 
one, and he received $1,500 per annum. 

Mr. TAPPAN remarked thatthe salary of this 
judge was as high as it ought to be; and that it 
was much more than was paid to the district 
judge in Ohio, who received only $1,000 per an- 
num. The judge should not complain of his pay; 
for, when he accepted the office, he knew pre- 
cisely what salary he was to receive. A practice 
had obtained of late yeurs, and was very com- 
mon, for jadges to get new and more places es- 
tablished for the meetings of the court, and then 
to apply to Congress for compensation for addi- 
tional labor. This should be arrested. When 
the judges are appointed under the Government of 
the United States, they are appointed to office for 
life, and are bound to devote the whole of their time 
to the discharge of the duties of their office. It 
could not, then, be a question whether the salary 
should be more or less for an increase or diminu- 
tion of duties. They take the office under an ob- 
ligation to devote their whole service to the Gov- 
ernment; therefore, no such change of business 
—that is, of establishing new places for holding 
courts—should be held as a justification for an 
increase of compensation. If the judge was sat- 
isfied that he did not receive sufficient pay for his 
services, he could resign, and there would be no 
difficulty in filling his place at the same salary. 

Mr. FOSTER said he would yield cheerfully 

| to a portion of the remarks of the Senater from 
Ohio, [Mr. Tappan,]} but he could not acquiesce 
in the suggestion that, if the judge resigned, there 
would be no difficulty in gettung a successor, He 
had no doubt, if the salary of the district judge in 
Tennessee was reduced to $1,000, or even $500, 
that some person could be procured to take the 
vacant place. The qfestion involved was not 
whether they could, for a certain sum, get a man, 
but whether for such a sum they could get a judge. 
He had had experience enough to know that the 
| lowest priced labor was not always the cheapest. 
It was nota fair argument and one which ought 
to prevail, that the office could be filled for a less 
sum. The tendency of such a rule would be to 
degrade the office of judge, and would bring it 
into disrepute. He had always been, as he now 
was, in favor of giving such a salary as would 
engage the services of honorable, intelligent, and 
competent men. 
Mr. F. spoke at some length, showing the great 
increase of duties in that judicial distriet. He said 
that it was forty years ago when Congress passed 
| the law allowing only one district in the whole 
‘| of Tennessee. The salary was fixed at $1,500. 
| At that time a good house could be rented in 
| Nashville (the place fixed for the meeting of the 

court) for $150 per annum. Everything was 

cheap in proportion. The price of batter, and 

beef, and eggs. and everything else ordinarily 
exposed at market, was remarkably low, in com~ 
|| parison with present prices. At this time the 
| judge could not get a house in Nashville, one of 
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the places for the holding of the court, for less 
than from three hundred and fifty to four hun- 
dred dollars perannum. Servant’s hire had-elso 
increased from about seventy to one hundred dol- 


lars per annum. Thus was an increase shown in || 


those two items about equal to the proposed in- 
crease of the salary. He had nodoubt that a sal- 
ary of $1,500 poreey yaase ago, was better pay 
to the judge than §3, would be now. Atthat 
time there were but two courts held annuall y—the 
one at Nashville, and the other at Knoxville; but 
now there were two courts held in those places, 
and one at Jackson, which caused the judge to 
travel twice between the former two places in- 
stead of once, and also to Jackson. hus was 
the amount of labor trebled, and the cost for 
travel increased two-fold. 
as remarked by the Senator, that they could get 
the services of other men for less money than was 
now paid the judge. Plenty of men could be 
had, he had no doubt, not only in Ohio, but in 
Tennessee, to take the office for less money. It 
was quite probable the services of aman might 
be secured for half, or less than half, the present 
salary; that in this, as in many other pursuits,a 
man might be procured for a very small sum of 
money, with the privilege of making good his 
wants and necessities by stealing; but the coun- 
try requires the services of virtuous, able, and 
qualified judges, and these cannot be commanded 
without just and adequate compensation. 

Mr. ALLEN desired to know from the Sena- 
tor what was the duration of the terms of the 
courts at Nashville? 

Mr. FOSTER remarked that he did not know. 
When he used to attend that court, he had known 
it to continue in session three months. He did 
not think that it was now more than two, in all 
the sessions there. 

Mr. ALLEN observed that there was a stand- 
ing Committee upon Retrenchment. That com- 
mittee commenced its operations at the opening 


of last Congress, he believed, and had been hard | 


at work ever since; but that they had effected 
anything whatever, he had yet to learn. Instead 
of having that reduction in the public expendi- 
ture which the country had a right to expect, and 
which was recommended by this laborious Com- 
mittee on Retrenchment, we were now asked, at 
a time when there was a great want of public 
money, to increase the salaries of judges some 
$500 a year over and above what they ever had 

een. This we were asked to do at a time when 
most of the States, he believed, were seriously 
engaged in the work of retrenchment. Most as- 
surediy his honorable colleague and himself had 
some liberty to speak upon this subject, inasmuch 
as the Legislature of their State had already re- 
trenched, and that doubly, the salaries of the 
judges of that State. The State of Ohio, at this 
day embracing a population of about one million 
eight hundred thousand, had, by its judicial ar- 
rangements, what were called a system of circuit 
courts of common pleas, and supreme courts. 
These judicial courts usually embraced from three 
to seven or eight counties each, and the judge 
(who was required to be a lawyer) was required 
to hold court three times a year in each of the 
counties of his circuit. He was required to de- 
vote his entire time to the business of these courts, 
or at least in most cases. There was not a law- 
we of any ability in the State, who performed 

uties equally arduous, that did not make twice 
as much as these judges. The recent Legislature 
of the State has reduced the salaries of the su- 
preme judges to $],000 a year; and those of the 

resident judges of the common pleas to $750. 

hey were required to hold court in every county 


every county, they were compelled to wink at the 


constitution, and divide one court into two. For | 


all their constant and laborious duties the judges 
of the State of Ohio received, under the present 
law, but $750 a year each, with an increase of 
business in every circuit. But how was it here? 
The honorable Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 


Fosrenr) told us that formerly, when he was at | 


the bar, the term of the courts in that State were 
protracted three months; and then the judges got 
$1,500 a year. Now that the term of the courts 
was much shorter, it was proposed to add $500 
to the salaries. 


He knew very well, | 


| 
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| Mr. FOSTER said that the gentleman misun- 
|| derstood the purport of his remarks. He had 
|| stated that the terms were shorter, but they were 
|| multiplied. 

Mr. ALLEN said in regard tothe kind of men 


| Senator mean to say? From the judge of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, to that of the 
| courts of common pleas, there was nota single 
| case, where the salary of the judge was equal to 
_ the income of an able weer practicing at the bar; 
nor could it be equal. The gentlemen who dis- 
'charged the duties of counsel, in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, made double as much 
as the salary of the Chief Justice amounted to. 
The ablest lawyer in the State of Tennessee made 
|| four times as much as the circuit judges, or the 
|, Supreme judges of the State; so that if the design 


|| was to tempt the ablest counsel in any State of | 
|| the Union to quit their practice, and perform the | 
|| duties of judges, there would not be one who | 
There was something of honor in | 


| would do it. 
| being connected with the administration of public 
| justice; there was something of dignity in hold- 
ing that elevated situation. These were power- 
ful motives with high-minded men, connected 
| with the fact that an honorable subsistence could 
| be derived in an honorable way, and the influence 
| which they had in benefiting and elevating the 
| families of those holding such offices. 
If, therefore, it was undertaken to measure the 
compensation of judges by the income of the 
ablest lawyers that practiced, it was obvious that 





strongly devoted to the object of that passion. 
But this Government ought not to encourage that 


| sion for money pandered to, became but more 
feeling any further than it could help. 


ing their passion for money, instead of seeking 
them with pure and high motives of honor. 

Besides, the public Treasury was not now ina 

condition to increase salaries. There was already 

| laid upon the table of the Senate. or rather referred 





| to that laborious Committee on Retrenchment, a 


of this Government, from the President of the 


trench backwards, in regard to the salaries of the 
|| judicial officers of the Federal Government. 
The judges of the Supreme Court of the United 





1 States were included in the bills of the Senator | 
) It was proposed in them | 
to cut down their salaries, in common with the | 


from North Carolina. 





|| salaries of all others. 





|| Congress got. Taking the distance traveled by 
| each member, the number of members, and adding 
|| to it the average mileage and per diem, it amounted 
| to about $1,500 a year. Here were gentlemen from 
|| different parts of the country, who lived, during 
| the session of Congress, at great expense, at 


|| the capital, and supported their families, (either || 


|| here or at home,) receiving the very same salary 
| that this district judge got in performing the func- 
|| tions of his office, which did not require his ab- 
|| sence from home one month throughout the whole 
| year. He repeated it, that the members of Con- 
| gress had to support themselves in this expensive 


|| capital, three months in one year, and from five 
|| toeight months in the next; and, in some in- || 
| Stances, support their families, (after having 
in the State; but in consequence of the constitu- | 
tion of the State limiting the number of judges | 
to four, and finding it impossible to hold courtin | 


brought them here ata very great expense,) all 
for $1,500 a year. 

finding the ab 

| country who were willing to turn their backs upon 


Yet there was no difficulty in 
lest and most talented men in the 


| House of Representatives or the Senate; no dif- 
|| ficulty in obtaining the ablest lawyers in the Uni- 
\| ted States to take a seat at the bench of the Su- 

preme Court. The great difficulty,which elways 


whom you should prevail upon to take a seat, but 
what man of the crowd it should be given to. 
'| We were not in a situation now to add .one 
| fourth to the salaries of these district judges. A 
few years ago there wasa bill before the Senate 
to increase the salaries of five or six of these same 


| 
|| 
| occurred when a vacancy took place, was not 





|| that it was expected would be drawn into the | 
| public service by salaries, whatdid the honorable | 


it would have to be quadrupled. In regard to the | 
emoluments of office, men, by having their pas- | 


If it did, | 
it would have men seeking public offices, or the | 
| emoluments of office, with the design of gratify- | 


series of bills to cut down the salaries of officers | 


United States to the officials of every Department; | 
and here was a proposition to retrograde and re- | 


But he understood that the district judge, for | 
|| whose benefit the bill was reported, got $1,500 a | 
| year. That was justas much pay as members of | 


a lucrative profession, and take a seat in the | 





ee 
district judges; and his honorable colle ws 
himself oppdest it. It was amended Witmer 
to include an increase of the salary of ihe diate 
judge of the State of Ohio, and it was expected 

that the locality of that amendment would s; 
lence the opposition of his honorable colleagns 
and himself. The expectation was disappointed. 
and always would be whilst his honorable ¢9\; 
league and himself continued to occupy their seats 
on this floor. It was no locality that would eye, 
induce either of them to take part in so contempt. 
ible an attack upon the public Treasury, to gratif 
either local pride or individual cupidity, They 
were opposed to it when the district judge of thei 
|| own State was concerned; they were opposed to 
|| the proposition now before the Senate upon the 
same principle. They opposed this bill upon the 
same ground that they opposed the other: from 
| no hostility to the individual who was the object 

of the bill, or to the interests of the State within 
which that individual had his jurisdiction; by 
|| upon the ground that the proposition was unsup. 
|| ported either by principle or the condition of the 
Pecsmere: on the contrary, that principle and the 
|| exigency of the Treasury required that they 
|| should oppose it. 

Mr. JARNAGIN felt himself called upon to 
| dissent from the remarks of the Senator from 
| Ohio. He admitted that the judges were infu. 
| enced by honor and patriotism in accepting such 
| stations; but they should, nevertheless, be paid a 
| fair compensation for the service rendered. A} 
| he had to say with reference to the lowness 
‘| of the salary of the judges in Ohio was, that, in 
| Ohio, there must be a great deal of honor and 
dignity; for the judges there receive no salary, 
comparatively speaking. If the people in that 
State were willing to accept the office of judge, 
and be satisfied with the honor and dignity of the 
station, he would notforce the money upon them. 
But sach was notthe casein Tennessee. Those 
judges should, if they render the publica service, 
and devote their time to it, receive a fair compen- 
|| sation for such service. If all the judges in Ohio 
were bachelors, the salary they received might be 
enough; but if they should happen to be married 
|| men, it was not; but to give such salaries to mar- 
'| ried men with families in Tennessee, would be, 
in effect, to place them on the charity of the par- 
ish. Mr. J. then showed that the judges in sev- 
eral other of the States received much better pay 
than was proposed to be given to the judge in 
Tennessee. It was true that this judge went into 
office knowing that the salary attached to it was 
but $1,500; but Congress had, since that time, 
added much more to the duties of the office, and 
should pay for it. The judge had more duties to 
perform, by the increase of the terms of the court; 
more traveling expenses to defray, in the per- 
formance of those duties; and should receive a 
fair compensation therefor. 

Mr. J. showed that the judges in the States of 
Georgia, Tennessee, New York, and Pennsyl- 
vania, received higher salaries for the perform- 
ance of much less labor than this judge. It was 
therefore not fair and just to refuse an increase of 
his salary. He not only performed the duties of 
| district judge, but also the duties of circuit judge 
in some cases. One thousand dollars might bea 
| fair salary for a judge in Ohio, but in the south- 
| ern and middle States, where the expenses for 
‘| the necessaries of life were much greater, the 

judges could not live on that salary. He asked 
| nothing as bounty, gift, or charity, for Judge 
| Brown; but reasonable and just pay for serving 
| his country faithfully. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate; and 
| the question being: ‘* Shall the bill be engrossed 
‘| for a third reading?” 

Mr. ALLEN demanded the yeas and nays, 


| 
1 which were ordered. 
| 











} 


{ 


Mr. CRITTENDEN remarked that he was 
unwilling to interfere with the wishes of his 
|| friends in this case; but it seemed to him that it 
| would be acting very “re to legislate this 
| way on such subjects. His friends desired to 
‘| increase the salary of the judge in Tennessee, 
|| whilst the judge in Ohio was serving for one third 
| less than that judge now received; and while the 
| district judge in Llinois was receiving but $1,000 
perannum. It could not, therefore, be right to 
| act thus. The bill should be sent to the cae 

Committee, with a view to report a general bill 
to comprehend all cases where the salaries might 
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be considered inadequate. While it would be 
doing justice to one, the passage of the bill would 





7 


be doing injustice to another. To increase the 
sqiaries in individual cases would have the effect 
to induce other judges to apply; thus would an 
evil grow up. ‘I'he Committee on the Judiciary 
should examine the whole subject; and, after 
taking into consideration the condition of the 
markets in each section of the country, report a 
general bill, approaching something like an equal- | 
‘zation of salaries. He could not consent to le- || 
gislate for one case, and thereby to legislate par- 
tally. He then alluded to the great duties im- | 
posed on the district judge in Kentucky, who was 
engaged three hundred out of the three hundred | 
and sixty-five days in the = on official duties. 
He could not vote for this bill, although he knew 
that Judge Brown was a learned and excellent 


"ae BERRIEN remarked that the objection of 
the Senators from Ohio and Kentucky to the bill 
was, that it was partial legislation. Now, hisan- | 
swer was, that what was provided for in the bill 
was the sole subject committed to the Committee | 
on the Judiciary. The committee was directed 
to inquire whether, under the circumstances of the || 
case, the greatand increased amount of dutiesand | 
expenses consequent, this judge was not entitled | 
toadditional pay? Since the foundation ofthe Gov- | 
ernmentthere had been nosuch thing as aclassifi- |, 
cation of salaries. Congress hadalways legislated | 
in individual cases,as was proposed by this bill— | 
taking into consideration the change of the cir- 
cumstances by the advancement of the country 
since the judges were appvinted, the increase of 
duties, and the increase of the expenses for the |, 
necessaries to support life. There might be other 
cases where the judges were not well paid. That 
was no reason why this judge should not be well | 
paid. If, from an increase of duties, and a change 
of the circumstances of the country, the salary of 
$1,300, which the judge received when he was 
appointed to office, was found inadequate for his 
support, it should be increased. Whenever other 
cases arose With as much merit in them as this, 
he would be prepare to vote for them. 

Mr. FOSTER remarked that the Senator from 
Kentucky did not tell them that the labor of the 
Kentucky judge had increased since he was ap- 
pointed to office, as nad been the case of the judge 
in Tennessee, whose duties had been trebled. 
After all, he considered the matter of salary a | 

uestion of expense. When the Senator from 

entucky speaks of the salary of Illinois and | 
Ohio being one third less than the judge in Ten- | 
nessee now received, it was no argument against 
the increase of the salary of the judge in Tennes- | 
see. The price of subsisting in Ohio, Illinois, | 
Maine,and even Massachusetts, was much lower 
than it was in Nashville; and when they go fur- j 
ther south, the ratio of expense for living in- 
creases. In the case of Louisiana, the district 
judge received double the amount paid to the judge 
in Tennessee; yet he was not much better paid. 
In fixing the salaries of the judges, it was always 
considered, as it always will have to be consid- 
ered, a question of expense. The judges should 
receive a salary sufficient to support their fami- 
les. In speaking of the increased duties of this | 
judge, he had not taken into consideration those 
which devolved upon him by the passage of the 
bankrupt law, as had been done by the Senator 
from Kentucky in the case of the Kentucky judge. 
It was impossible to regulate those salaries in any 
other way than was proposed by this bill. If 
there were any other cases where the salary of 
the judge was inadequate, he was willing to in- 
crease it. ' 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he did not like to 
vote against the bill. There was some justice in 
the case. He would, therefore, be willing to send 
itto the Judiciary Committee, with the view of 
having all the cases taken into consideration, that | 
there might be an equalization of the salaries of | 
all. He would move to recommit it, with in- || 
structions of that character. | 

Mr. HANNEGAN said he had prepared a res- | 
olution which would probably meet the views of 
the Senator from Kentucky. 

It was read; and was, in substance, a resolution | 
to recommit the bill to the Judiciary Committee, | 


equalizing the salaries of all the district judges. 
Mr. H. remarked that, at present, the judges 
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for the district courts of the district of Ohio, In- 
diana, and Illinois, received each $1,000 salary; 
while those for Lowa and Wisconsin Territories 
received $2,000 each. There wascertainly great 
inequality in this—much more than in giving the 
district judge of South Carolina $2,500. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the morn- 
ing hour having expired, the subject was post- 
poned till to-morrow. 


POST OFFICE BILL. 


Mr. MERRICK said it was the general under- 
standing that the Post Office bill would be taken | 
up to-day; but, as the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. Simmons] wished to reply to the speech 
which the Senator from Missouri had favored the 
Senate with, he had no objection to waive his 
right of calling up.the Post Office bill, with the 
understanding that, if the tariff subject was to be 
further discussed, it would, after to-day, be post- 
poned till Monday, so as to offer no impediment 
to proceeding with the Post Office bill this week. 


THE TARIFF—-THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Sen- 
ate resumed the consideration of the resolution 
reported from the Finance Committee, for the in- 
definite postponement of the bill introduced by 
Mr. McDurrie for the reduction of the rates of 
duties under the present tariff to the standard of | 
the compromise act. 

Mr. SIMMONS addressed the Senate for two 
hours and a half. He said, as he understood the | 
question at issue, it was to postpone the subject 
indefinitely. On this motion, by general assent, 
the whole question of the merits of the tariff pol- 
icy was open to discussion. The remarks of the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] had pre- 


| sented a new view of the subject, important not 


only to the Senate, but to the whole country. In | 


relation to the charge brought forward by the 


Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. McDurrie, | 
that the act of 1842 was “a foul and faithless 
violation of the compromise,’’ he insisted that he 
and his friends were at all times ready and will- 
ing to carry out the principles of the compromise 
act. But for his friends, (the advocates of the 
protective policy,) the compromise act never 
could have become a law. It had been on their 


_ motion that the amendment was adopted which 


resulted in the passage of the act. He referred 
to Mr. Calhoun’s vote on that amendment, and 
now called upon the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. McDurrie] to retract the epithets of ** foul 
and faithless,’? which he hed applied to their | 
measure of 1842, which he and his friends be- | 
lieved to be not inconsistent with the spirit and | 
meaning of the compromise act. 

Mr. McDUFFIE signified that he never would 
retract those epithets—they were justly merited. | 
Mr. SIMMONS next adverted to the remarks 
of the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Benton,] in 
relation to the contrast he had drawn between the 
two systems, which he designated the revenue 
system and the protective system; the former ex- 
tending from the beginning of this Government 
to the year 1816, and the latter system extending 
from the year 1816 to the presentday. The object 
of that Senator’s contrast seemed to be to show 
the high state of prosperity, and a steady advance 
both in revenue and manufactures, under the low- 
duty system; and that under the high-duty sys- 
tem, both revenue and manufactures were fluctu- | 
ating, uncertain,and unstable. Mr.S.inrefutation 
of this, proceeded to state gables which he had 
drawn up, with a view of showing that in the 
Senator’s first period the greatest inequalities and 
fluctuations existed in revenue, imports, and ex- | 
ports, and that the duties often averaged as high | 

as thirty-seven and a half per cent. 
Mr. BENTON interposed to state that he had 


| expressly excluded the periods of the embargo, 


and of the war,as belonging to neither system. 

Mr. SIMMONS proceeded to read his tables, 
which were of a statistical character, showing 
annual exports and imports, and the average of 
revenue. 


Mr. McDUFFIE inquired if the Senator in- | 


cluded specie in his tables? 
Mr. SIMMONS replied that he included every- 


Tec | thing that entered into the commerce of the coun- || 
with instruction to inquire into the expediency of | try. He then 


proceeded with his argument, 


‘| grounded on the tables he had read, with a view 


of showing that the tariff policy was not incon- 
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' sistent with what the friends of manufactures un- 


derstood to be the principles of the compromise 
act. 

As to the doctrines laid down by the Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] that diserimina- 
tion ought to be made, so as to tax highest the 
luxuries of life, and put the lowest duties on the 
necessaries consumed by the mass of the people, 
he stated that this was inconsistent with the Sen- 
ator’s declaration, that he would also discriminate 
so as to protect the home industry of the country, 
by putting the highest duties on those articles 
which enter into competition with the home pro- 
ducer. This was a contradiction; as it was im- 
possible, in any system of putting the highest 
duties on Juxuries and the lowest on necessaries, 
to give any protection whatever to home industry. 


| The effect would be to take away all protection— 


even the incidental protection which the Serator 
avowed he was ready and willing to afford the 
manufacturers. 

He referred to the act of 1816, and said that the 
whole commercial community were opposed to it. 
The only protection that act gave was to the cot- 
ton manufacturers, the interests of which were 
then limited, being confined to Rhode Island, and 
partially to one or two other States. But every 
one engaged in commerce was opposed to the act 
of 1816. 

Was it (he asked) consistent with that wisdom 
which should guide statesmen, to apply to the 
present times a system which might have been 
proper seven and twenty yearsago? What was 
the condition of the world then? Europe was 
either engaged in various wars, or struggling to 
return to a state of peace—everything connected 
with commerce being in an artificial co: dition, 
But, after a long peace, was it the policy of na- 
tions to render themselves more and more cepend- 
ent upon each other? ‘lo tollow out such a pol- 
icy, was suicidal to any nation; for the very law 
of the being of nations was independence—inde- 
pendence of other nations, and self-reliance upon 
internal resources. 

In reference to Mr. Tench Coxe’s book, which 
he had obtained from the Senator from Missouri, 
he had examined into its statements 48 to exports 
of $108,000,000 in 1808; $60,000,000 were reéx- 
ports of imports, and the other $48,000,000 were 
the real exports of the United States. And as to 
the note which the Senator had read from Mr. 
Coxe’s work, he drew from it a very different 
inference from that drawn by the Senator—it was 
that Mr. Coxe was in favor of bounties being 
given by the Government to manufacturers, He 
admitted that he had no recollection of ever hav- 
ing heard of the word tariff about the time of 1808 
to 1816. But from this work, he had ascer- 
tained that the actual exports of 1808 were only 
$48,000,000; and he had computed the exports of 
1840, which, contrasted with the former, powu- 

‘lation for population, he was surprised to find 
preserved the same ratio, nearly, varying only 
one per cent. and a fraction. 

In answer to the arguments of the Senators 
from Missouri and New Hampshire, Mr. S. read 
various statistical tables which he had constructed 
with a view of showing that agriculture had been 
prosperous in proportion to the advancement of 
manufactures. He adverted to Professor Tuck- 
er’s book to show that, whatever might have 
been the condition of manufactures and agricul- 
ture prior to the year 1816, or during the war, 
after the war there was a universal prostration of 
all interests in consequence of excessive import- 
ations, till in 1820, instead of the value of do- 
mestic manufactures being $200,000,000 it had 
sunk down to $36,000.000. 

Mr.S. adverted to the charge that the protective 
system had introduced an uncertainty and insta- 
bility of legislation which a involved 
ruinous fluctuations. Hut who (he asked) was it 
that had got up agitation against the existing law; 
and who wanted to render it unstable, even in the 
face of the fact that never had a law in so short 

| a time done so much for the good of the country 
| as this very act of 1842 had done? 

On the subject of profits on the investments of 
manufactures, Mr. S. said there was a diversity 
| ia the nature of the different kinds of business 
|| requiring investments of capital—some kinds of 
|| business requiring very large capital to be invest- 
| ed, and some very small; for instance, cotton 
|| factories contrasted with shoemaking. Twenty 
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r cent. of product on the capital invested in one 
find of business might be a dead loss, while ten 
times the amount of capital invested by the shoe- 
maker in his lasts, awls, wax, and lapstones, 
might be a very moderate return. 

With reference to the table set forth in the 
speech of the Senator from New Hampshire, 
stating that, on eighteen articles, the duties of the 
act of 1842 were more excessive than the duties 
of the act of 1828, he denied that ten of these 
articles were contained in the act of 1828 at all. 

Mr. WOODBURY asked, would the Senator 
maintain that these ten articles were not subject 
to duty under the act of 1828? 

Mr. SIMMONS replied that he did maintain 
they never were either mentioned in the act of 
1828, or subject to duty of any kind under that 
act. He entered into specifications of those ten 
articles. What he understood the Senator from 
New Hampshire to maintain was, that the act of 
1828 had imposed duties so high as to justify the 
epithet given to it of ** a bill of abominations,’’ 
and that his object was to show that the act of 
1842 was even more richly deserving of the epithet. 
Now, in answer to all this, he maintained that 
the duties on the articles contained in the table 
of specifiations adduced by the Senator from New 
Hampshire had been imposed by the tariff laws 
prior to the act of 1828, some of them twenty 
years before that period. These duties were 
only suffered by the act of 1828 to remain, and 
the articles themselves were not once mentioned 
in that act. He then came to the eight articles 
of the Senator’s specifiation, mentioned in the act 
of 1828, some of which he said were therein made 
subject to duties which were really revenue du- 
ties. One of these was silk, which, neither at that 

riod nor the present, was subjected to a duty 
ann the revenue point. Another article was 
steel, the duty of which was $1 50 per one hun- 
dred and twelve pounds by the act of 1823; and 
he insisted that, from the manner of averaging 
the duties on steel under the act of 1842, there 
could not be a difference of twenty per cent. 
Next, with regard to glass, &c. Mr. S. entered 
into various specifications, with a view of show- 
ing that the duties of the act of 1842 were calcu- 
lated, with regard to such articles, as nearly as 

ossible in conformity with the act of 1828. 
With regard to cottons, he insisted that the du- 
ties being differently calculated by the value of 
the square yard in the act of 1842 and the act of 
1828, it was only on a quantity of the respective 
kinds, taken in the aggregate, that a parallel 
could be drawn; but by taking one hundred yards 
of each of the various kinds, and ascertaining the 
aggregate value, and by applying the duties of 
the two acts, it would be found that the same 
kind of cottons yielded seventy-five cents less 
under the act of 1842 than under the act of 1828; 
and so with woolens, Upon the same principle, 
he argued that the duty on cotton bagging was 
less under the act of 1842 than under the act of 
1828. So he also argued that the duty on mo- 
lasses, under the act of 1842, was less than under 
the act of 1828. He proposed to give way to the 
Senator from New Hampshire for either explain- 
ing or retracting his statements as to the act of 
1842 having imposed higher duties on those arti- 
cles than the act of 1828. 

Mr. WOODBURY asked if the Senator wished 





for his explanation now, or afier he had con- 


cluded his remarks? 


Mr. SIMMONS said now. He would yield the | 


floor for the Senator's explanation. 

Mr. BENTON observed that if the Senator 
from Rhode Island yielded the floor, he would 
feel himself entitled to take it. He objected to 
this mode of interrogation. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN appealed to the Chair if 
it was not in order to yield the floor for explana- 
tion to the Senator from New Hampshire ? 

Mr. BENTON observed that the Senator from 
Rhode Island had first impugned his tables; in 
explanation of which, should the Senator yield 
the floor, he was entitled to priority. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN thought that, in this in- 


stance, it was according to the usage of the Senate 
to Jet the Senator from New Hampshire explain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER observed that 
there could be no doubt of the uniform practice 
of the Senate. If the Senator from New Hamp- 


shire preferred making his explanation, it was || 


perfeetly in order for him to proceed. 
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OBE. 


| Mr. WOODBURY said that, as the gentleman | 


gave way for explanations, he was happy to say 
that the expression used in the table—by the act 
of 1828—was not so technical and proper, per- 
haps,as to have said under, or after that act. But 
the revision of the tariff by that act was so exten- 


sive, that it had been customary to speak of the | 


duties left in force after its passage as the tariff of 


1828; when, in fact, some of them, specified in 


former laws, had not been altered, but left by its 


scope and policy at the same amount. With this | 
| explanation, he hoped no one could be misled, if | 


any had been already, as to the duties intended. 

Mr. W. said he would advert to the other par- 
ticular objections to the table under considera- 
tion, without going into the argument or general 


reasoning of the gentleman. As to the statement | 


about silk boots, here was the,act of 1842, making 


them, in some cases, even higher than the rate | 


given in the table; but, as in some other cases 
they were lower, the sum in the table, probably, 
was considered a fair average. 


As to the next article, coal, the duty, before 
1842, was by the bushel, and then by the ton. | 


_He had taken pains to give two modes of compar- 


it was not pretended that he had stated the sums 
| too high; but, on the contrary, the duty in 1842 
was printed twenty-five cents too low. 


Concerning cordage the whole table was correct, | 


though in the speech he had justly complained that 
all cordage, untarred and tarred,was too high, and 
_ was a heavy burden. 

Next, as to coltons, the statement was under, 
rather than over the average, on account of the 
specific minimum now being as high on an article 

| not worth half as much as it was in 1828. At the 
time of the speech he had fully explained this. 

In respect to glass botiles, here was the act of 
1842, and one kind was the same rate he had stated 


as the highest. The next complaint was as to 
_ silks. 


But it did not pretend there was any error | 


ison, as the number of bushels in a ton might be | 
computed differently by different persons. But 


in the table; but was, that the new duty origin- | 


‘ated in others than the manufacturers. 


In relation to steel, it was admitted, also, that | 


one kind corresponded with the table; and that 
twine had been raised as was represented. 

In respect to woolens, if the gentleman would 
turn to carpeting, he would find the duty reached 
quite as much ad valorem in both years as was 


| the Massachusetts resolutions, occasioned by the 


| that when the bill passed the House directing 
| the second regiment of dragoons to be remounted, 


| cast his vote for it. 


| would be out of order. 


| adjutant general to Lieutenant Braxton Bragg of the Uni- 


stated; and the table spoke of some woolens, and | 


' not of all kinds, 
As to molasses, he knew that article and salt 


'| Lieutenant Bragg was in the city of Washington, on an 


had both been reduced in or near 1828; and there- | 
fore, in the next table, he had stated the latter | 


article to be soon falling to ten cents per bushel. | 


But, inadvertently, he had not inserted this qual- || major general commanding-in-ehief of information said 


ification as to molasses, though it did not fall to || Lieutenant Bragg was supposed to be imparting to com 


five cents per gallon ull 1830. This was a mis- | 


take as to the precise year when the reduction || not arrested for remaining in Washington, when in attend 


took effect—it having been not till 1830, instead 
of 1828. 


Mr. SIMMONS resumed his argument, the | 
point of which was, that the Senator from New | 


Hampshire had imputed the levying of those du- 


ties which were ‘‘discreditable to American legis- | 


lation’’ (quoting Mr. Clay’s words) to the act of 
128, and then had asserted that the act of 1842 
was more a bill of abominations than the act of 
1828, inasmuch as it imposed higher duties than 
that act. 

| Mr. WOODBURY said his meaning was, not 


left them again at such rates. 
Mr. SIMMONS again adverted to the charge 


shire in relation to cotton bagging, and asked for 
an explanation on that point. 

Mr. WOODBURY. In respect to cotton bag- 
ging, the statement was correct as to the rate in 
1842, on each kind, whether made of hemp or 
gunny cloth. The last was ata higher rate, in 
1842, than the duty which was imposed on cot- 
ton bagging generally, to take effect immediately 
by the act of 1823. It was certainly correct that 
it was, by that act, at first to be four and a half, 
and then to be five cents; and was, by the act of 
1828, at once made four and a half cents, instead 
of the figure three and a half, as printed in the 
table. 

The three should be a four, and was either an 
\| error in copying or of the press. 


_ that the act of 1828 had imposed those particular | 
duties referred to by the Senator, but that it had | 
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It would be seen, however, ina no 
table, (what was mentioned at the time of 
speech,) that where the specific duties were . 
same under both acts, or even lower in the aX — 
1842, the fall in price had been such in the ar. 
in fourteen years, as to make the duty, if redue,s 
to an ad valorem rate, more on the value of . 
article in 1842, than it was on its value in 1892 

This he believed to be the case with cotton “ea 
ging; and therefore the difference did not alter 4), 
conclusion. , 

Mr. SIMMONS admitted that there was D 
dispute between him and the Senator ag to the 
duty on cotton bagging and gunny cloth in the 
act of 1842. Jt was in relation to the duty by the 
act of 1828 they differed. - 

Mr. EVANS said it was evident the Senato, 
from Rhode Island could not conclude this even. 
ing. He therefore moved an adjournment, 

The Senate then adjourned. 


te to the 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVEs. 
Wepnespay, March 27, 1844. 


Mr. Lucas has been appointed by the Speaker 
to supply the vacancy in the select committee op 


resignation of Mr. Gitmer. 
SECOND REGIMENT OF DRAGOONS, 
Mr. McCLERNAND desired leave to state, 


he was called out of the House, on business re- 
lating to his representative duty; that, with the 
permission of the House, he would be glad to 


The SPEAKER said that the motion for leave 


Mr. McCLERNAND then said that he was 
favorable to the bill, and would have voted for it 
as a measure necessary to the safety of the west- 
ern frontier, if he had been present when it 
passed. 


LIEUTENANT BRAGG. 


Mr. CLINTON submitted the following reso- 
lution: 


Resolwed, That the Secretary of War be directed to re- 
port to this House a copy of an order ora letter sent by the 


ted States Army, on or about the 20th day of March, in- 
stant, requiring him to return forthwith to his post, while 


unexpired leave of absence ; and also, to inform the House 
on what supposition that letter or order was predicated; 
and that the said Secretary also inform the House whether 
the said Lieutenant Bragg has been arrested, and, if so, 
upon what charges, and whether the proceedings against 
him were not induced by the fears or suspicions of the 


mittees or members of this House ; and the said Secretary 
inform the House whether the said Lieutenant Bragg was 


ance before a committee of this House, after the Adjutant 
General had been informed by the chairman of the com 
mittee that such was the case. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE objected to the resolution. 
He thought this House should not undertake to 
supervise the military establishments of the coun- 


try. 
Mr. WELLER said the gentleman from Vir- 


| ginia would perceive, from the latter part of the 


resolution, that the matter related to a witness, 


| called before a committee of this House, which 


had power to send for persons and papers. The 
witness, while he was such witness, received no- 
tice from the major general to report himself at 
another post, while the committee before which 


_ the witness was called was engaged in an investl- 
brought forward by the Senator from New Hamp- |) 


gation of the conduct of that major general in the 

Florida war. It was, therefore, a question affect- 

ing the privileges and powers of this House. 
Mr. DROMGOOLE feared the prosecution of 


| this inquiry, in this form, would lead to many 


| difficulties. 


It would be necessary to ascertain 


_whether the subpena was regularly signed by 
‘the Speaker; other questions, too, would arise; 


and hence he was of opinion that it would be 


| better not to take it up now. 


Mr. WELLER said this was a matter which 


should be investigated; and, therefore, he moved 
a suspension of the rules, for the purpose of get- 
| ting in the resolution. 


The SPEAKER put the question on the sus- 
pension of the rules; and He announced—ayes 74, 
noes 27, being less than a quorum. 
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Mr. WE 





LLER asked for tellers. 


gapMan were appointed. 








ted—ayes 73, noes 23, being less than a quo- | 
mo 

m. . | 
g ALE called for the yeas and nays, and 
pon ordered; and being taken, resulted— | 
a 103, nays 43. I] 
y So the rules were suspended. 
Mr. HUNT said it appeared to him that there || 
‘ one clause of the resolution which was highly | 
wyectionable. He desired that it might be again 1 


| 


obje 
whe resolution was accordingly read by the 
= HUNT proceeded to observe that it would 
be seen that the resolution contains an imputa- 
yn upon the character of the major general. | 
OM HOUSTON rose to a question of order. | 
He did not understand the resolution as being 
yet before the House for discussion. wel 
The SPEAKER observed that the resolution 
was now before the House, the rules having been | 
suspended for the purpose of considering it. 
Mr. HUNT said he hoped the resolution would | 
not be adopted, asitcontained imputationsagainst 
the character of the major general, which were 
completely at variance with the character of that 
distinguished officer. There should be, at least, 
some better evidence produced than any which 
the House possessed, before they proceeded to 
attribute motives to a distinguished officer which 
must do him great injustice, — 

Mr. HOUSTON said he did not understand 
the resolution as being of the character which the 
gentleman described. He thought it was a proper 
subject of inquiry. The resolution merely asked 
forinformation. He therefore demanded the pre- | 
yious question. . 

Messrs. VANCE and PAYNE desired an op- | 
portunity to make some remarks; but 

Mr. HOUSTON insisted upon his demand for 
the previous question. 

On seconding the demand, tellers were appoint- 
ed, who reported—ayes 81, noes 40. 

There was a second, and the main question was 
ordered to be now put. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE rose to ask for the yeas 
and nays upon the adoption of this extraordinary || 
resolution. {| 

Mr. BARRINGER inquired whether the reso- || 
lution could now be modified ? 

The SPEAKER replied that the resolution, at | 
this stage, could not be modified. 1] 

The yeas and nays were demanded. 

Mr. SLIDELL said, before voting, he desired |! 
toask the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs whether this resolution had the sanc- | 
tion of that committee? | 

Mr. HARALSON said, in reply, that he had | 
not been apprised of any such resolution. 

Mr. VANCE rose to make some remarks in || 
reference to the resolution; but was called to order. 

The yeas and nays were taken, and resulted— 
yeas 98, nays 63; as follows: 


| 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, Baker, 
Benton, Blackwell, Bower, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Aaron | 
| 

| 

| 





V. Brown, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, 
Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Collamer, Cullom, Dana, John 
W. Davis, Dean, Deberry, Dunlap, Ellis, Ficklin, French, | 
Byram Green, Hale, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Houston, | | 
Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, 
} 


Jameson, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew John- || 
son, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Labranche, 
Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, 
Maclay, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Jo. 
seph Morris, Norris. Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Payne, 
Pettit, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Preston, David 8. Reid, 
Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Saunders, 
Thomas H, Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Simp- 
son, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Spence, | 
Steenrod, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Thompson, 
Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, Joseph 
A. Wright, and Yost—98. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Barringer, Barnard, Edward J. | 
Black, James Black, Bowlin, Brodhead, Buffington, Burt, 
Campbeil, Carroll, Clinch, Clingman, Coles, Cranston, Gar- | 
rett Davis, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Dromgoole, Elmer, | 
Farlee, Fish, Foot, Giddings, Grider, Harper, Hopkins, | 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph | 
R. Ingersoll, Jobn P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, McClel- | 
land, Mclivaine, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Nes, Newton, 
Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, Rockwell, Rodney, Sample, | 
Schenek, Senter, Severance, Slidell, Albert Smith, Caleb | 
B. Smith, Summers, Sykes, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Van- | 
meter, Vinton, Wethered, White, Winthrop, Woodward, 
and William Wright—63. 


Mr. BURKE moved a reconsideration of the | 
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| onded by the House; and under its operation the 
The question was taken; and the tellers re- || motion for reconsideration was rejected. 


| order was the report of the Committee on Engrav- 


| up and considered by the House, was concurred 
in. 


| olution of the Senate made any provision for an 


| of the District of Columbia. 


call it up at the earliest possible time when it | 


| in order, the resolution being under the operation 


| of the resolution, and carried—ayes 80, noes 59. | 


we 
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'| vote by which the resolution was adopted, and "| bia be discharged from the consideration of the petitions of 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Vinronand | demanded the 


J.C. Fuzpatrnck, and of the Northern Liberties Fire Com- 


previous question, which was sec- ‘ 
pany, in the City of Washington, for an appropriation ; and 


also of the petitions for a law to preventthe selling of slaves 
in the District of Columbia; and that they do lie on the 
table. 


ENGRAVING OF MAPS. 

The SPEAKER said that the first business in || , Mt. BOWER, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reperted a bill to incorporate 
the Grand Lodge of the Independent Order of 

\, Odd Fellows for the District of Columbia, 

| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, thought it better to 

|| dispose of this bill at once, without any further 
waste of time. He was nota member of an Odd- 
Fellows society; but there was another bill accom- 


ing made yesterday; and the report, being taken 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 
Mr. SCHENCK asked if it would be in order 


| to move for a suspension of the rules to take up|} panying the bill now before the House, which 
| the resolution of the Senate, fixing the day of the 


would be reported ,to incorporate the Grand Lodge 
adjournment of Congress? of Freemasons of the District of Columbia, and he 
The SPEAKER said that the resolution would || professed to be one of that order; he was a mem- 
come up in the regular course of business, imme- || ber of a subordinate lodge of a chapter, and of the 
diately after the morning hour. || Grand Lodge of the State of Tennessee; and, as 
Mr. SCHENCK. Would it then have prece- |; a mason, and an American citizen, he was op- 
dence of all other business? posed to granting any act of incorporation to that 
The SPEAKER, It would if a majority of the || soviety. He had not held any communication 
House did not determine to give other business || with the Odd-Fellows of this District; but he had 
the precedence. || eonversed with a member of the Grand Lodge of 
Mr. SCHENCK said then, that in that case he || the District of Columbia, and that member had in- 
would rather trust to a suspension of the rules. || formed him that he wished for no act of incorpo- 
Mr. BLACK inquired of the Chair if the res- || ration. He was opposed to acts of incorporation 
being granted to either of these orders; and there- 
fore, he would, if it were in order, move that the 
bill be rejected. He should make a similar mo- 
tion when the bill came up to incorporate the Ma- 
sons, and he hoped no friend to the order would 
support it. He believed masonry to be the best 
system of moral philosophy now extant, the 
Christian religion alone excepted; it was a chari- 
table institution, and he was unwilling to see it 
allied with so unholy a thing as a corporation. 
Mr. HOLMES was surprised to hear such 
language from the gentleman from Tennessee. 
Why, if these societies were to have any exten- 
sive utility, they must be incorporated; for noth- 
ing short of the protection of law for their prop- 
erty would secure to individuals all the benefits 


extra session? 

The SPEAKER said that it did not. 

Mr. WELLER said, he supposed that the 
House would adjourn before they had been here | 
nine month, as the Whig Congress was. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said that the resolution 
would come up in the usual course, after the 
morning hour, and there was no doubt but it 
would be taken up and acted on. 

Mr. SCHENCK said that a motion might be 
made and carried to go into Committee of the | 
Whole, and thus prevent the resolution coming | 
up. He would prefer, therefore, a suspension of 
the rules. Mr. S. then called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 


Mr. HALE wished to know if the motion || these societies were designed and calculated to 
could be amended. |, confer. 

The SPEAKER said it could not. || Mr. STEENROD moved to lay the bill on the 

The question was then taken; and resulted— || table. 


yeas 88, nays 81. 
There not being a vote of two thirds, the rules 
were not suspended. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER said that the next business in || 
order was the resolution of the gentleman from | 
South Carolina, [Mr. Campse ct,] from the Com- | 
mittee for the District of Columbia, setting apart | 
three days for the consideration of the business | 


Mr. CAMPBELL asked the gentleman from 
Virginia to withdraw that motion, that the gen- 
|| tleman who reported the bill might have an op- 
|| portunity to make some explanatory remarks. 

‘| Mr. STEENROD refused to do so. 

Mr. COBB sgid that common courtesy would 
dictate that this bill should go through the usual 
and ordinary forms of legislation, and not be thus 
summarily rejected. 

The motion to lay the bill on the table was 
agreed to without a division. 

Mr. BOWER then reported the bill to incor- 
orate the Grand Lodge of Freemasons of the 
Jistrict of Columbia, He said he was nota Free- 

mason himself, but he had seen how destitute 
widows and helpless orphans had been protected 
and maintained by this order, among whom were 
|| found some of the first order of men, and some 
|| of the best that ever adorned this world; and, 
when he saw so much good produced by societies 
of this character, he felt that he was fully justi- 
| fied in taking the course which he had done asa 
member of the Committee for the District of Co- 


Mr. HENLEY asked when the resolution for |) 
adjournment would come up? 
The SPEAKER said it would come up after 
the expiration of the morning hour unless the 
House suspended the rules for other business. | 
Mr. HENLEY then gave notice that he should 


could be considered. 

The resolution of Mr. Campsexct was then 
taken up and read; when | 
Mr. CAMPBELL proposed a modification of 
his resolution, so as to make the 6th, 7th, and 
os legislative days of May instead of the three 


lumbia. 
rst legislative days. Si4 Ns ! : 
Ths BPRAKEG said ‘uo modification would be ||, fo" “208 SENS moved to lay the DI on the 


Mr. McCONNELL said he himself was a Ma- 

son, true to the faith. The order had lived for 
| more than six thousand years on its own merits; 
and having sustained itself thus long without le- 
| gislative aid, and against the persecutions of 
|| wicked men, he had no fears but that it would 
| still triumph without any such aid. He should 
therefore vote to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. PAYNE called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 122, nays 30. 

So the bill was laid on the table. 


A bill to amend the act entitled **An act to in- || On motion of Mr. ROBINSON, it was 
corporate the Alexandria Canal Company;”’ and || Ordered, That the Committee for the District of Columbia 

A bill to incorporate the Georgetown college, | be discharged from the consideration of the petition of 
in the District of Columbia. || Semen, Dixon. ; 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the same com- Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee or\ the 
mittee, made several adverse reports; and, onhis | Judiciary, made an adverse report upon the case 
motion, it was | of John Harper; which was ordered to lie upon 


Ordered, That the Committee for the District of Colum- || the table. 


of the previous question. 
The question was then taken on the adoption 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


TheSPEAKER then, in pursuance of the rules, 
proceeded to call on the standing committ:es for 
reports. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, from the |; 
Committee for the District of Columbig, reported 
the following bills; which were severally read || 
twice and referred; 
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Mr. S., from the same committee, made a re- || Wayne, Savannah, Georgia; which was read 


port upon the case of Richard Snead, accom- 
panied by a bill for his relief; which was laid on 
the table. 

Mr. S., from the same committee, made a re- 


aoe upon the case of the legal representatives of 


“rancis Cazeau, of Montreal, in Canada, accom- 
panied by a bill for their relief; which was read 
twice, and referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 


On motion of Mr. SAUNDERS, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the resolution of the 
House, of the 15th of January last, relative to dividing the 
State of Arkansas into two judicial districts, and from the 
resolutions of the House for limiting the jurisdiction of the 
United States courts; and that said resolution do lie upon 
the table. 


Mr. FRENCH, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Da- 


vid Melville, administrator of Benjamin Fry; 
which was laid on the table. 


Mr. VINTON, from the same committee, re- | 


ported a bill for the relief of William P. Duvall; 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, made a report upon the case of 
the heirs and legal representatives of Captain 


Presley Thornton, deceased, accompanied by a | 


bill for their relief; which was read twice, and 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House. 
Mr. SEVERANCE, from the Committee on 


Private Land Claims, made an adverse report || 


| balances of former appropriations;”’ which amend- 


upon the petition of Jacob Kerr; which was read 
twice, oa referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. DELLET, from the same committee, 
made a report upon the petition of the legal heirs 
of William A. Baker, deceased, accompanied by 
a bill for their relief; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CROSS, from the same committee, made 
a report upon the petition of the heirs of Samuel 
Moore, accompanied by a bill for their relief; 


which was read twice, and referred to the Com- | 


mittee of the Whole. 

On motion of Mr. CROSS, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Private Land Claims 
be discharged from the further consideration of the claim 
of Elizabeth Burriss. 

Mr. HUNT, of Michigan, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, made an adverse report upon 
the memorial of Thomas Talbot and others, and 
that the petitioners have leave to withdraw their 
petition. 

Mr. HUNT, of New York, from the same 
committee, made an adverse report upon the me- 
morial of Lawrence Taliaferro; which was laid on 
the table. 

Mr. BENTON, from the same committtee, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Eliza 
Bicknell, administratix of John Bicknell, de- 
ceased; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. BIDLACK, from the same committee, 
made a report upon the memorial from lowa, rel- 
ative to the Winnebago Indians, and reported a 
joint resolution requesting the President of the 

nited States to cause to be selected a permanent 
home for the Winnebago Indians; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, made a 
report upon the petition of John A. Bryan, ac- 
companied by a bill for his relief; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole. 

On motion of Mr. CARY, by leave, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee of the Whole House be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill to con- 
firm the sule of public lands in certain cases, and for other 
purposes ; which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STEENROD from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, made a report upon the peti- 
tion of Patrick Masterton, accompanied by a bill 
(No. 274) for his relief; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and made the order of the day 
for to-morrow. 

Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, made a report upon the petition 
of the City Council and Port Society of Savan- 
nah, Georgia, relative to Fort Wayne, reported 
a joint resolution concerning the site of old Fort 


_*H 





twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole | 


on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MURPHY, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made an adverse report upon the petition 
of Mary Barry; which was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. BARRINGER, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of Thomas 
Gregg, and that it be laid on the table. , 

Mr. PEYTON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred resolutions of the 
Legislature of Georgia upon the subject, reported 
a bill authorizing the removal of obstructions in 
the Savannah river, below the city of Savannah, 
in the State of Georgia; which was read twice, 


‘| and referred to the Committee of the Whole on 


the state of the Union. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and took 
up the bill making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the fiscal year commencing the 
Ist of July, 1844, and ending the 30th of June, 
1845. 

The bill having been read through, 

The CHAIRMAN directed it to be read again 
by sections, to allow gpportunity of submitting 
amendments. 

The first section being read, 

Mr. McKAY submitted an amendment to in- 
sert in the third line, after the word ** appropri- 
ated,’’ the words, ‘‘ in addition to the unexpended 


| ment was agreed to. 


ment to come at the eleventh line, as follows: 


Provided, That all the supernumerary officers belonging 
to or attached to the Army on the 3d of July, 1844, shail be 
dismissed from the service, and that no supernumerary offi- 
cers be appointed or continued in service after that period. 


Mr. B. said that, in the discussion of the Mil- 
itary Academy bill, it seemed to be admitted on 


| this attempt at retrenchment would not be throw, 


| 


| 
| 





| 


'| provided for the disbanding of the supernumerary 


all hands that the existence of a number of super- | 
numerary officers in the Army was subjecting the | 


country toa useless expense, and that they ought 
to be dismissed. He offered his amendment at 


this time lest his object should be defeated alto- | 
gether by waiting for another bill that might be 


ment, accompanied by bills for diminishing the 
expense of the Army; but, in waiting for these 
bills, the opportunity might pass away, and the 
session be ended without doing anything in the 
matter. According to the estimates submitted to 
the House by the Committee on Retrenchment,a 
saving would be effected, by adopting a provision 
of this kind, of $81,000 a year. This was a con- 
siderable sum, and worth saving; and it could now 
be done by incorporating the provision he had 
offered in the bill before them, instead of waiting 
for another bill. He hoped that the House would 


act on this subject now that they had the oppor- | 


tunity of doing so—that they would strike while 
the iron was hot. When the next class of grad- 
uates was commissioned, the number of super- 
numeraries in the Army would be somewhere 
about one hundred. 


Mr. McKAY said he understood that the Re- 


trenchment Committee had, on Monday morning, | 


reported a bill containing a provision for discharg- 
ing these supernumerary officers, similar to that 
now offered by the gentleman from Ohio. Now, 
he believed there was a rule of the House prohib- 
iting the offer of any amendment to a bill, con- 
taining the same thing in substance that is pro- 


vided tor in another bill pending before the House. || disband these second lieutenants—a subject which 


The bill of the Retrenchmene Committee would 
come up in its turn, and if there was a majority 


of the House in favor of the principle contained | 


in the amendment, it would pass into a law. He 
understood from the gentleman from South Car- 


olina, before him, [Mr. Buacn,] who made the | 


report from the Retrenchment Committee to which 


he adverted, that his bill contained the same pro- | 


vision for dismissing the supernumerary second 
lieutenants that was contained in the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr.J. BRINKERHOFF observed that he drew 
up his amendment but a minute ago, without ref- 
erence to any bill, or clause of a bill, before the 
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_which the gentleman from North 
| McKay] spoke of. 
|| mitted to add one word more. 
|| there was a disposition in the House to rety, - 
|| the expenditures of the Government; but 
|| tunately, whenever a movement was 
|| that object in view, the objection was al 


| 
; 





| 


| 





| three months’ pay on their dismissal. He woy|j 
_ have much preferred that this bill should be cop. 





| 





| far from being useless, were actively and use- 


| of the Chair. 
Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF offered an amend- | 


be avoided. 


( | it altogether by waiting for any other. 
considered more appropriate. He knew that they ||| 


were expecting a report from the Committee on || 


Military Affairs, and the Committee on Retrench- || decision of the Chair. 
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House, not having seen the bill of ¢ 
from South Carolina. Hisamendm 
could not be identical with the cla 


he gentleman 
ent, therefor 
Use in the hi 
Caroling | e 
He hoped he might § = 
© per. 

He knew 

ench 

’ unfor. 
Made with 


wa 
that it was a wrong time. Now, he did ieee 


aside on that plea. 

Mr. BLACK, of South Carolina, said he Would 
state for the information of the gentleman from 
Ohio, that he presented a bill from the Commitiss 
on Retrenchment, containing a clause of the Same 
tenor as his amendment, and that this bjj| Was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on th, 
state of the Union. In one respect, however, }, 
differed with the gentleman. His bill, whip it 


officers in the Army, provided also to allow them 


sidered previously to the one they were now actine 
on. His bill proposed a saving of $550,000 an. 
nually, including the $81,000 which was to jp 
saved by the present bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, referring to the rule quoted 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, said tha: 
it was not applicable to the present case, and that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio was 
in order. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE appealed from the decision 


Mr. C. JOHNSON suggested to the gentleman 
from Ohio to change the phraseology of his amend. 
ment, and thus avoid the point of order raised by 
the gentleman from North Carolina. He would 
propose to him so to frame his amendment as to 

rovide that no part of the appropriation made 
in the bill before them should be applied to the 
payment of any supernumerary officer after the 
3d of July next. In this way the difficulty would 
He agreed with the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. J. Brinxernorr,] that if the desired 
retrenchment was to be made, it should be incor- 

orated in this bill, for there was danger of losing 


The question was put on Mr. Dromeoore’s 
appeal, and decided in favor of sustaining the 


Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF, for the purpose of 
freeing his amendment from any objections that 
might be urged on the ground of its injustice to 
the officers to be dismissed, said he would mod- 
ify it in accordance with the suggestion of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, {[Mr. Brack,] 
so as to allow them three months’ additional pay 
at the time of their dismissal. Mr. B. then sent 
up to the table a provision to that effect, which 
was read. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL stated that he under- 
stood from the chief of the engineer department 
that these supernumerary second lieutenants, 80 


fully employed. He then stated the various du- 
ties on which these officers were employed. 
Mr. HOLMES observed that it did not become 
so grave and dignified a body of legislators, in- 
trusted with regulating the various affairs of the 
nation, to decide on any —— in this hasty 
manner. Without having the necessary informa- 
tion before them, and without any report from the 
appropriate standing committee, they were called 
upor to alter ina very material manner one of the 
old established systems of the wean 
Now if it were deemed necessary ultimately to 





his friend from South Carolina [Mr. Biacx] had 
informed them the Military Committee had con- 
sidered, and which would come up when the bill 
reported on that subject was acted upon—he put 
it to gentlemen whether they should now hastily 
dispose of such vas. and momentous interests; and 
whether such a disposition would comport with 
the gravity which should mark all their proceed- 
ings. He denied that these Saperunennns? sec- 
ond lieutenants were an incubus on the Army, 
as had been alleged; nor would the disbanding of 
those officers be promotive of economy; and this 
he was prepared to show; for while they were 
undergoing a course of instruction, which gave 
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caters and therefore he hoped this amend- 


ment would not now prevail, especially as this 
subject WO 
pill to effect the same o 
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of the amendment. He had heard much said on 
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fidence on that subject; and he could 
ommittee they were all employed, 
field or in the bureaus. The system 
for it brought the army officers 


hich made the militia system so 
preserved the military rank and 


bject. 


the subject of retrenchment; he had heard many \ 


loud professions on that subject; and here was a 

tangible point on which they could put their pro- 

fessions Into practice, if they were really disposed 
toact. He knew it was said they were not now 

repared to act—that they had not before them 
the requisite information to guide them in such 
legislation; but he, for one, felt perfectly ready 
and prepared to act. He needed no more inform- 
ation than he already possessed. They had suf- 
ficient information from a standing committee 
which had matarely considered the subject. But 
it was said that these ninety supernumerary sec- 
ond lieutenants were employed in the bureaus; 
but he had been to the Departments, and had 
never seen them there employed. It was well 
known that they were unemployed, while they 
were receiving pay from the country. 

Mr. J.R. INGERSOLL said, if the gentleman 
from New York would give him the name of any 
one of them that he supposed was unemployed, 
he pledged himself to obtain the information 
which would show how they were employed. 

Mr.SEYMOUR, of New York, said he was not 
acquainted with the names of those officers, but he 
was satisfied that, if ninety supernumerary second 
lieutenants were employed in the bureaus here, 
they would be seen. He wa’ willing that our mili- 
tary officers should be properly paid, but beyond 
that he would notgo. He had come here to carry 
out those principles of economy and retrench- 
ment which he professed; but if the committee 
was averse to the adoption of the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio, he should despair of 
accomplishing any useful retrenchment in any 
department of this Government; for there could 
not bea more palpable case than that now pre- 
sented to the House. 

Mr. HALE said, whatever motions were made 
tu retrench any department of this Government, 
some friend of that particular branch would rise 
and say, Oh! touch not this, it is the most use- 
ful to the country; retrench, if you please, but go 
elsewhere to ae your retrenchment.’’ But he 
would say, with the gentleman from New York, 
that, if this proposed retrenchment failed, he 

should utterly despair of effecting any retrench- 
ment worthy of the name. It was said these offi- 
cers were employed; but employed in what? It 
was said they were employed in bureaus; but if 
they were, they were ladies’ bureaus, decorating 
their persons. Many of these officers were al- 
lowed forage and horses—to do what? To ride 
from one bureau to the other? 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL remarked that he had | 


pledged himself to produce the evidence of their 
employment—information to be procured ex ca- 
thedra, and from the proper quarter. 

Mr. HALE said they hhad had too many ex ca- 
thedra statements made to the House, and he 
hoped they should have less for the future. He 
did not like the close proximity of the headquar- 
ters, and he should like to put the cathedral fur- 
ther off. [Laughter.}] He farther remarked, 
that eleven of these supernumerary second lieuten- 
ants were employed as assistant professors at 

‘est Point, without law, and against law, and to 
this he objected; but when a reform was attempt- 


uld again so soon come up on another | 


| 


to active service, they were usefully | of the gentleman from Ohio. 
the various bureaus. Take away | tleman’s suggestion would be adopted, and that 
and other clerks must be employed, || this amendment would be approved by the com- 
ad everything to learn, both in bureau ser- |, mittee. 

and therefore, in point of || 
hing to be gained, but, on || this subject had thus been sprung upon the 
much to be lostin efficiency—for it | 
ded that they were unemployed | 
> walk the streets. He could speak with | 


| 


| 


duty of the citizen;and combined many | 


and thusaccomplished a great object, | 
diminished none of the efficiency of || 


| 


|| ninety-seven, 
|| ber, and fixed the maximum at two hundred and 
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dies, which | 


ism.’? He was much gratified with the remarks 


He hoped that gen- 


Mr. BLACK, of South Carolina, regretted that 


House. The Committee on Retrenchment, of 
which he was a member, had considered and re- 
ported on this subject, and the bill which they 
had reported was now onthe Calendar, and would 
soon come up for consideration; but as the sub- 
ject had come up, he would observe that our 
Army now was merely a skeleton, each com- 
pany having been reduced to forty-two men, to 
/ each of which four officers necessarily belonged, 
| and therefore these supernumerary officers were | 
unnecessarily employed. 
Mr. FISH agreed with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that these officers were fully em- 
ployed, and he hoped the amendment would not 
prevail. He had not expected this debate to come 
up at this time, or he should have been prepared 


| 


ew York, was in favor | to lay before the committee official statements, 


| which would have shown how they were em- 
ployed. He believed they were essential to the 
efficiency of the Army, and that they were well 
employed. 


were not employed in the bureau, but were em- 
| ployed in their various regiments, and necessa- 
rily employed. He would mention one case, 
where one of these supernumerary lieutenants, 
within two years after he had graduated, had the 
| command of a company at New Orleans; and he 
would leave it to any gentleman, however much 
opposed to this command in the Army, to sa 
whether this officer was not necessarily employed. 
The act of 1812 limited the number of cadets 
at the Military Academy to two hundred and 
fifty. The construction put upon the act by the 
| Attorney General was, that sixty might be edu- 
| cated annuajly. The consequence was, the num- 
| ber rose at one time as high as two hundred and 
The act of 1842 reduced the num- 





| thirty-seven. 
| average number of admissions would be thirty- 


| 


He supposed it was not necessary togo intoa 
| argument as to the importance of this skeleton 
| System upon which our Army was organized; but 
| he wished to call the attention of the committee 
especially to the fact that these supernumerary 
officers, as they were called, were actually neces- 


| They were also, in the mean time, employed upon 
viel talgecinen duty imposed upon them by 
Congress. 

If the amendment should prevail, it would in- 
| volve the House in the necessity of further action 
| —action far beyond that anticipated. The prop- 
| osition belonged appropriately to the Retrench- 
| ment Committee. He hoped the gentleman would 
| withdraw his proposition, because it would em- 
| barrass the proceedings upon the retrenchment 
|, bill, as well as the one now before the House. 
| Mr. HARALSON said, perhaps it would be 
| well to understand precisely where they stood 
| upon this question. He thought they were acting 

somewhat prematurely. The question respectin 
| the reduction of the institution at West Point ha 
| been referred to one of the committees of the 
| House—the Committee on Retrenchment; and 





j 
! 


| ation, the occasion was seized upon for striking 
a death-blow atthe institution, although that com- 
mittee had not yet made their report. He thought 
it would be well to wait until the report should be 


laid before them, and when in possession of all 





|| the details, a measure might be devised by which 
|| these supernumeraries should be reduced, and ul- 
| timately absorbed, and placed upon active service. 
| He would not ask the House to wait for the re- 

port of the Military Committee, if they were de- 
| termined to make a sweep at once from the public 
| service; but he thought they ought at least to wait 
| for the reportof the Retrenchment Committee, to 
| which the subject had been gpecially referred. If 

these officers were unnecessary, he wanted to 

know it, and he would agree that they should be 





ed, it was called ‘*a ruthless piece of agrarian- | 


As to the employment of these officers: they | 


Taking this as the maximum, the || 


| one annually. This was precisely correspond- | 
|| ing to the average number of vacancies occurring | 
| in the Army. 


| sary to fill the vacancies occurring every year. | 


é 


yet, when an appropriation was under consider- | 


459 


dismissed ; but they could not at present determine 
upon this point. He would suggest that the sub- 
ject be passed over for the present; or, if that was 
not the proper mode, he would move that the com- 
mittee rise, 

Mr. THOMPSON said he hoped the commit- 
tee would not rise. 

Mr. McK AY said he hoped that the committee 
would proceed to pass this bill. If it were the 
determination of a majority of the House to dis- 
charge the supernumerary lieutenants, it would 
be competent to do so either by the mode pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Ohio, or by the 
passage of the bill reported by the gentleman 
from South Carolinafrom the Retrenchment Com- 
mittee. How had the Army been formerly re- 
duced? It had been done by provisions inserted 
originally in appropriation bills. If this appro- 

riation were passed, and afterwards a bill should 

e passed making a reduction in the Army, the 
/one would not interfere with the other. The 
money which would be raved by the reduction 
would not be drawn from the Treasury. There- 
fore, there was no sort of necessity for a post- 
ponement of the action of the House upon this 
bill. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he was opposed to a 
sage seems of the bill. The views expressed 
xy acommittee certainly were entitled to have 
just weight, and he was always disposed to give 
way to those views, provided they did not come 
| in direct conflict with some material obstacle in 
his own mind. But when the subject of the 
Military Academy was up before, the same ar- 
guments were advanced, that if a reduction was 
afterwards made, the money would not be drawn 
| from the Treasury. He voted for the appropri- 
| ation with that understanding; and subsequent 
| reflection had well nigh convinced him that he 
_ had done wrong, because the passage of that ap- 

propriation was taken as an expression of will- 
| Ingness, on the part of all who voted for it, that 
the academy should stand as it is. He was of 
opinion that these supernumerary officers should 
be dispensed with; and he was supported in this 
| opinion by the declaration of the gentleman from 
| South Carolina, that it was the unanimous opin- 
ion of the committee that their services might be 
dispensed with without detriment to the public 
service. This, with the information which he 
had individually, was conclusive with him that 
they ought to be discharged. If they were going 
| to pass this bill without incorporating the proviso 
| of the gentleman from Ohio, he insisted that they 
| ought to strike out the appropriation for the pay 
|| of these officers, in order to create a pledge on 
|| the part of the House that they will take up a 
|| bill for the reduction of the Army. 
Mr. BLAOK, of South Carolina, asked leave 
| to explain. In the statement he made, he intended 
\| to say that all the members of the Committee on 
|| Retrenchment, who were present when the report 
| was agreed on, were in favor of it. There were 
| two of the members, however, who were not 
| present when it was made. 
Mr. THOMPSON continued. The gentleman 
| stated that he had been informed by Colonel Tot- 
| ten, that these supernumerary second lieutenants 
were actively employed. Now, employed in 
| what? If they were employed in any bureau, he 
| should like to know whether they receive their 
|| pay as clerks, in addition to their pay as officers 
| of the Army? 
| Some explanation took place between Messrs. 
| HOLMES and THOMPSON, which was not 
| heard. 
| Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF observed that there 
| was one piece of information that he had been 
| anxious to get from the gentlemen who had ad- 
| dressed the committee on this occasion, and that 
was in relation to the present employment of these 
supernumeraries; but he had listened, and listened 
in vain, for any information on that subject. One 
|| gentleman said that they were employed in the 
|| Cee. If that was the case, he should like to 
| know where was the authority of law for employ- 
ing them inthis manner? Congress had provided 
by law for organization of the civil Departments 
| of the Government, and had fixed the number of 
clerks to be employed in them, with the amount 
of their salaries; but there was no authority for 
employing Army officers in them, or for giving 
them pay as clerks. 
Mr. FISH asked leave to make an explanation. 


| 
| 
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Both the gentlemen who had spoken of the em- | 


ployment of these supernumeraries were mis- 
taken. None of them were employed as clerks. 
He held in his hand an official statement of the 
adjutant general, by which it appeared that they 
were all doing duty with their regiments, and 
taking the place of those officers who were em- 
ployed in the staff, and in the bureaus of the War 
Department. 

Mr. HOLMES made a brief explanation, not 
heard. 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF said it appeared that 
the gentlemen could not agree as to what these 
young men were doing. They agreed that they 
were employed in something, but what it was 
they could not determine. 


mischief; and on the same principle, these young 
men might be employed in doing the duties of 
commissioned officers to keep them out of harm’s 
way; but it seemed to him that it was an unne- 
cessary expense to the country. It was observed 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 


McKay, ] in the course of his remarks, that there | 
was a great reduction in the rank and file of the | 
Army; but notwithstanding that reduction, the || 


number of officers was still kept up. The gentle- 
man from New York spoke of the staff of the 
Army. Now, where was there any vacancy in 
the staff? 
of supernumerary officers, who, as the gentleman 
from New Hampshire observed, could not be 
classed under any other head. 

We are told that this is not the proper time; 


bill comes up; and yet the gentlemen w 
this request give us no information. The report 
of the Military Committee, it was said, was ready 
to be brought in; and surely the gentlemen who 
were preparing it had collected some facts as to 
the employment of the officers. He was afraid 
of the cry he heard in some parts of the House, 
of ‘premature action;’’ and it seemed to him, 
from what he had already witnessed, that the 


sroper time for retrenchment never was to come. || 


t might be that the report of the Military Com- 
mittee, and that of the Committee on Retrench- 
ment,would not receive the$anction of the House, 
or, if agreed to here, they might not receive the 
sanction of the Senate. 

Now, then, was the proper time. They had 
a bill before themin which this desirable retrench- 
ment could be incorporated, and they should not 
lose the opportunity thus afforded them. The 
saving was an important one, and ought to be 


made; for there were many useful and necessary | 
objects to which it could be applied, greatly to | 


the advantage of the country. The commerce of 
the West is suffering for the want of a small ap- 


propriation; and when we ask for it, we are sig- || 
nifically asked the question, ‘‘ Where is the money 


to come from?’’ Now that we have pointed out 


where the money is to come from, by lopping off 
a wasteful and unnecessary expenditure, we are 
told that itis ‘* premature,’’ and that weare acting 
without the necessary information, and striking at 
the old-established systems of the country. 
B. concluded by expressing the hope that the bill 
would not be postponed, but that the amendment 
would be adopted, and the saving effected, now 
that it was in the power of the House to do it, 
Mr. STEWART hoped that the postponement 


would not be made; and that the House would || 


at once dispose of this and the other appropria- 
tion bills, so as to be abie to adjourn at an early 
day. He thought this a proper time to make the 
reduction proposed in the expenditures of the 
Army, and hoped the amendment would be 
adopted. He had listened in vain for any satis- 
factory reasons for retaining these supernumerary 
officers in service, and thought they ought to be 
disbanded, and the money applied to useful and 
necessary objects of internal improvement. He 
thought it would be to the advantage of these 


young men to dismiss them, and let them get | 


employments in the civil pursuits of life, rather 
than waste their time in idleness, at the public 
expense. By dismissing them, they might become 
valuable and respectable members of society ; 


while, on the other hand, by keeping them in | 


the public service in idleness, they were in dan- 
er of contracting vicious habits. 
Mr. SCHENCK had not the difficulty that 


other gentlemen had of finding out how these || 


He had heard about | 
setting sailors to pick oakum to keep them out of 


It was all full, though there was ahost | 


Mr. | 
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supernumerary officers were employed. He did 
| not suppose, because they were termed supernu- 
‘| meraries, that they were therefore useless. 


understood from the gentleman from New York, 


{Mr. Fisn,} that he had a statement from the | 
adjutant general, showing that they were all ac- | 
tively employed with their regiments, doing the | 


duty of those officers who were employed in the 


staff, and in the bureaus of the War Department. || n 
He was opposed to the amendment, and should || €f> citizens of Clarke county, Illinois, 


| vote againstit. Even ifthe employments of these | 


young men were trifling, still it was better, in his 
opinion, to keep them in the service, so that they 
might be at hand in case a war should break out. 
Taking the illustration of his colleague, (Mr. J. 
Brinkeruorr,] he would not, because it was ne- 
cessary to keep sailors out of mischief, set them 


_ashore with three months’ provisions, but he 


would set them to picking oakum, and then he 
would have their services when the storm came, 
or when the battle was raging. 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF would ask his col- 
league if the country had not a right to the ser- 
vices of all its citizens; and if a war came, if these 
officers could not be called on as well as if they 
were in the Army? Why, the argument used for 


| keeping up West Point was, that the number of 


cadets who would leave it without being commis- 


| sioned would have the effect of diffusing military 
| knowledge throughout the country. 


y 
Messrs. PATTERSON, THOMPSON, and 
FICKLIN continued the discussion. 
The question on the proposed postponement 


|| was negatived. 
and we are asked to wait till a more a cn 
o make | 


Mr. THOMPSON said he desired to move so 


| to reduce the appropriation as to deduct the | 
| $80,000 which was estimated for these supernu- 


meraries. 


The CHAIRMAN was understood to decide 


| that it was not then in order. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL suggested an amend- 


ment of the motion made to discharge the super- 


numeraries, by the intruduction of the word 
** useless’ before the word ‘* supernumeraries.”’ 


Mr. HALE suggested that it should read ** su- | 
| pernumeraries, being useless.”’ 
Mr. ADAMS inquired if a further amendment | 


{ Laughter. } 


would not be ope so that it might be de- 
termined who was to decide whether the super- 


| numeraries were useless or not. 


The question was taken on the amendment, 
and it was negatived. 

Mr. COLES rose to address the committee, but 
gave way, as the hour was late, for a motion that 
the committee rise. 

‘The committe rose, aud reported that they had 
come to no conclusion. 

The House adjourned. 





The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them : 

By Mr. RELFE: The petition of the inhabitants of Po- 
tosi and Selma, Missouri, in relation to the improvement of 
the western rivers; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. CLINCH: The petition of Robert Lang and 
others, citizens of Georgia, praying for an alteration of the 
pilot laws, so as to exempt coasting vessels from paying 
pilot license; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition and accompanying docu- 
ments of George Swigart, praying compensation for losses 
during the last war; which were referred to the Committee 


| of Claims. 


Also, the petition of James M. Wright, D. Howell, and 
one hundred and one others, citizens of the State of Illi- 


| nois, praying Congress to make an appropriation for the re- 


moval of the obstructions to the navigation of Rock river, 
in said State of Iilinois; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Alfred Loomis, James M. Campbell 
and forty five others, citizens of McDonough county, in the 
State of [ilinois, praying Congress to make appropriations 
for the immediate improvement of the Missouri and Upper 
Missouri rivers; which was referred to the Committee of 


| the Whole on the state of the Union. 


By Mr. BOWER: The petition of S. J. Harrison and 
thirty-six others, citizens of the city of Hannibal, in the 
State of Missouri, praying an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the western waters. 

Also, the petition of James C. Fox and thirty-three others, 
citizens of Monroe county, Missonri, praying for appropria- 
tions for the improvement of the western waters; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of Simeon Guilford and 
numerous others, citizens of Lebanon county, Pennsylva- 
nia, against any interference with the tariff pf 1342, 

By Mr. RITTER: A memorial from citizens of Pennsyl- 


| vania, praying Congress to maintain the present tariff, un- 


til experience shall have demonstrated that a change would 
be for the better. 


i 


| seventy-five others, citizens of Edgar county 


He || 


| the country. 


| gon; which was referred to the Committee on the T 


| praying Congress to reduce the rates of letter POStAgE to syeh 


| the salaries, fees, and per diem allowances of the officers 
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By Mr. FICKLIN : The memorial of 


John 3. Brows 
ing a grant of land for the completion of the’ Tilinois, ay, 


> e i ned 
roughfare between the lakes and the Ohio by ee is 
ment of the Wabash. ’ IM prove, 
By Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The memoria} of “te 
Lemon and eighty-two others, citizens of Sulliy avid D, 


an co Vity 
12 Day 
hio, by the ;, 


Judiana, asking a grantof land to complete t 
thoroughfare between the lakes and the O 
provement of the Wabash. 

Also, the memorial of James Roberts 


’ 


and sevent 


: t t asking an a 
ation for the continuance of the Cumberland road. 


By Mr. BIDLACK: Three memorials fro 
Luzerne and Columbia counties, Pennsylvan 
change in a tariff laws. 

Also, one of similar tenor from citize 
county, Pennsylvania. ns Of Huntinging 

By Mr. ROGERS : The petition of William p. Ausmen 
praying some adequate compensation for services renders 

ee 


By Mr. DEAN: The petition of Jacob Hilderbrang 
thirty others, citizens of Wayne county, Ohio, praying Co 
gress to extend the provisions of the ordinance of im 
regulating the northwest territory, over the territory or o,, 


y Oh. 
Ppropn. 


TM Citizene 7) 
18, Against any 


ry of ( ire. 


eT). 
tories. mt 


By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: The petition of B. ¢. Stan 
ton and twenty others, citizens of Madison county, lino 


extent that the poor, as well as the rich, may ENjoy the 
privilege of correspondence ; that letter postage inay be 
charged by weight ; that the franking privilege may be re. 
stricted within reasonable bounds ; «nd that books issued 
in the form of newspapers, and sent by mail, may be 
charged with sufficient postage to pay the expense of they 
transportation ; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Madison county 
Illinois, praying Congress to make a general reduction of 


of the General Government, and especially of the member 
| of Congress; which was referred to the Committee on Re. 
trenchment. 

Also, the memorial of Erastus Wheeler and fifty one 
others, citizens of Madison county, Illinois, praying Cop. 
gress to make adequate appropriations for the improvement 
of the Mississippi river and its tributaries, and the protec. 
tion of the harbor at St. Louis. The memorialists set fon) 
the evils under which the whole West are now suffering, 
for the want of proper attention on the part of the Federal 
Government to its present and urgent wants; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 








IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, March 28, 1844. 








| On motion of Mr. EVANS, it was ordered to 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the Uni- 
ted States, transmitting from the Secretary of the 
Treasury a communication, in compliance with 
the resolution of the Senate of the 22d December, 
| calling for a statement of the expenditures of the 
| Gavernment, each yeay, from its organization to 


the present period, and for what purposes the 
expenditures weré made. The Secretary replies 
that the information called for cannot be furnished. 


lie on the table. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial froma 
number of citizens of Tompkins county, New 
York, remonstrating against the annexation of 
Texas to the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MOREHEAD presented a memorial from 
citizens of Columbia county, New York, remon- 
strating against any change in the present tari{; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
| Mr. STURGEON presented the proceed ings of 
a meeting of the citizens of Danville, and its v- 
cinity, in Pennsylvania, in opposition to any 
| change in the tariff affecting injuriously the agr- 
‘cultural and commercial interests of the United 
| States; and deprecatingany reduction of the duties 
| on iron, coal, and wool; which were referred t 
| the Committee on Finance. $ 
Also, a letter from Charles Elliott, sr., of Phil- 
| adelphia, civil engineer, showing the injurious 
effect the admission of railroad iron free of duty 
| will have upon the iron interests in this country; 
' which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
| Mr. WHITE presented a memorial from Abel 
Ellis, and about two hundred other citizens of the 
| western States, many of them employed in nav- 
_igating the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, praying 
_ for a grant of land in the Vincennes land district, 
_in Indiana, for the extension of the Wabash and 
| Erie canal from Terra Haute to Evansville onthe 
| Ohio river; which was referred to the Committee 

on Roads and Canals. 
Mr. SEVIER presented a memorial from @ 
| number of citizens of Crawford county, Arkan- 
| sas, in regard to the condition of the Cherokees; 
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eferred to the Committee on Indian 
eT \ LLMADGE presented three memorials 
Me tigen of the State of Michigan, praying 
— sruction of acanal around the falis of St. 
Me river which were referred to the Com- 
at on Roads and Canals. 
Pa a memorial from citizens of Geddes, nine 

Aer ceane of Amsterdam, one from Mont- 
-~ - county, and one from Cayuga county, 
y remonstrating against any alteration 
nt tariff; which were referred to the 
Finance. 


ASA ANDREWS. 


RRIEN, from the Committee on the 
reported a bill for the relief of Asa 
hich was read, and ordered toa sec- 


ome z 
New y ork, 
jn the prese 
Committee on 


Mr. BE 
Judiciary, 
Andrews; W 
ond reading. 

REMOVAL OF CHEROKEES. 


On motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, the report of 


the Secretary of the Treasury, communicating, | 


in compliance with the resolution of the Senate, 
information relative to the removal of the Chero- 
jes still remaining east of the Mississippi river, 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. J., before the reference of the memorial, 
made some remarks, alleging that the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs had not complied with 
the resolution of the Senate. He hoped the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs would press the inquiry 
on the Indian department, and ascertain what 


was actually expended in making preparations | 


for removing the Indians without any having 
been removed at all. He had failed to get the 
information desired, although he had made two 
calls for it. 

Mr. KING made some remarks on the impro- 
priety of the Senator from Tennessee censuring 
the head of the Indian bureau in advance of the 
investigation of the matter by the committee to 


which the subject had been referred. It was un- | 


usualtodoso. He hada knowledge of Mr. Craw- 
ford, the head of that bureau, and knew him to 
bea correct and honest man. There might be 
some mistake in the report made, but he did not 
believe that that officer would designedly do any- 
thing improper. « 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT CHICAGO. 
Og motion of Mr. BREESE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing a light-house 
at Chicago, and at Little Fort, on the western shore of Lake 
Michigan, in the State of [linois. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, leave was 


granted to withdraw from the files the papers in | 


the case of Joseph Paxton. 

The following engrossed bills were read the 
third time, and passed: 

Abillentitled **An act forthe adjustment of land 


claims within the States of Arkansas and Louisi- || 


ana, and those parts of the States of Mississippi 
and Alabama east of Pearl river, and south of the 
thirty-first degree of north latitude.”’ 

A bill for the relief of William McPherson. 

A bill to amend an act entitled ‘* An act to es- 


tablish the northern boundary line of the State of | 


Ohio, and to provide for the admission of the 


State of Michigan into the Union upon the con- | 


— therein expressed,’’ approved June 15, 

A bill for the relief of James M. McIntosh, 
commander in the Navy of the United States. 

A billconcerning the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States. (This bill changes the time of the 
meeting of the Supreme Court from the second 
Monday of January to the first Monday of De- 
cember. } 

A bill for the relief of John Atchison. 

A bill for the relief of William Henson. 

A bill to amend the judiciary act passed the 
24th of September, 1789. [This bill provides 
that all revenue cases may be carried up, by writ 
of error, from the inferior to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, by the option of either party 


to the suit, without regard to the amount involved 
in the suit.] 


THE TARIFF—THE COMPROMISE ACT. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 


resolution reported from the Finance Committee || 


for the indefinite postponement of the bill intro- 


duced by Mr. McDurrie to reduce the present 
tariff to the standard of the compromise act. 
Mr. SIMMONS, in continuation of his remarks 
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yesterday, addressed the Senate for two hours. | 


He took up again that part of his argument, in 
relation to the average of duties anterior to 1817, 
and subsequent to that period. His object, he 
said, had not yesterday, been to do away with 
the effect of the tables made out by the Senator 
from Missouri; but to show that the average of 
duties for the first twenty-five years of this Gov- 
ernment, was ninetecenand a half percent.; whilst 
on the last twenty-five years, the average had 
been only eighteen and a half per cent., including 
all the imports of each period in the comparison, 
He had since caused a table to be made out, ex- 
cluding the time of embargo; and the result was 
an average of eighteen and a half per cent.; but 
sull further, excluding the year 1808, up to 1807 
| the average was seventeen and a half. 
| Mr. McDUFFIE inquired if specie and free 
goods were not included in Mr. S.’s statements ? 
| Mr. SIMMONS said they were; the charge of 
| the revenue was upon all the imports, free and 
| dutiable; for he understood the true rule to be, to 
charge the whole commerce of the country with 
the burden of revenue from duties. He said, as 
an instance, that if, instead of imposing a certain 
| amount of duty to be divided equally on sugar 
and coffee, the same amount was raised from 
sugar alone, and coffee were left duty free, it 
could make no difference to the consumers of 
sugar and coffee, because, on the whole, they only 
paid the same amount of revenue. 
case, that of all the duty being thrown on sugar, 


In the latter | 


the sugar planters would be protected, and coffee | 


would be allowed to come in free. 
He next adverted to the speeches made by the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McDurrie] on 
the present measure; which speeches he distin- 
| guished as remarkable for their display of intel- 

lectual power. It was his design, in reviewing 
that Senator’s arguments, to endeavor to prove 
| that the cotton-growing States were deeply in- 


| terested in the advance of the cotton manufactures | 


in the United States. Mr.S. here read a passage 
| from one of Mr. McDurrte’s speeches in relation 
to the check of importations affecting injuriously 
the staple exports of the South. Upon this pas- 
sage he commented at considerable length, with 
|, a view of showing that the compensation for di- 
minished exports, if there was any such diminu- 
tion, was amply given in the increase of the home 


| market, which not only produced for home con- 


|| sumption, but for exportation of finished fabrics. | 


He entered into a variety of technical details de- 


‘|| a view of showing that prices were lower by fif- 


| ago, than they were in England. 
however, he said, being ruinous, and the prices 
| abroad being also too low, it was necessary that 
| a rise should take place, or manufactures could 
not exist; and consequently, since that time, an 
advance in both countries had taken place equal 
|| to twenty-five per cent., still leaving American 
goods cheaper by fifteen percent. Thus, he con- 
tended, those who were engaged in manufactures 


furnished not only as good articles, but, in many 
| instances, better; and all at lower prices than for- 





| had therefore been satisfied. 

| Mr. 8. next adverted to the proposition of the 
| honorable Senator from South Carolina, that, if 
| the South were permitted to take advantage of 
her natural advantages, and of her natural mar- 
kets in foreign countries, and if she were left to 
seck out her own best interests in her own way, 
she would be infinitely more prosperous; while 


| 





deprived of the protection which burdens the 


|| South with bounties for theirsupport. Inoppo- | 
| sition to this proposition, he maintained that the | 
/| natural market for any national product, was | 


i] within the country itself where that product was 
| grown. Py 
He endeavored to show that the additional 


| 
| 
1 


| scriptive of specific fabrics and the specific duties | 
on such goods if imported; comparing relative | 
values of the foreign and American fabrics, with 


| teen per cent. in the United States, beyond a year | 
This prtce, | 


hal fulfilled the promises they had made to the | 
country when they asked for protection; they had | 


| eign goods of like nature could be sold for here. | 
| All the reasonable expectations of the country | 


|| the North and East would find their own level, | 


charges in seeking a foreign market (all of which | 
could be avoided by cultivating a home market) || try. He adverted to one of the clauses in the 


‘| left undisturbed, would be exerted. 
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| proved that the home market must be the natural. 

| market, and the foreign the reverse. In support 

| of this view, he supposed a case in which the 

whole cotton crop of the United States (say two 

million bales) were sold in England at the average 

| quotations of the prices there; and that the gross 

| amount would be $90,000,000; but from this the 

| charges to the English market should be de- 

| ducted, amounting to twelve dollars per bale, or 
$24,000,000, leaving $65,000,000 for net proceeds. 

He then proceeded to show that the home mar- 

ket would yield more than this. He calculated 

that the whole crop manufactured in this country 
| would yield $155,000,000, giving $69,000,000 to 

the planters, and $86,000,000 to the home indus- 
| try of the country, independent of the planting 
| industry. But he said be had yielded too much 
| th the calculation that, if the whole crop, instead 
| of the three fourths actually now sold, were to go 
| into the foreign market, it could produce the prices 
he had allowed. ‘The addition to the supply of 
| one fourth would have a serious effect on prices, 
| and caused the net proceeds to be infinitely less 
| than he had calculated. On the whole, he held 
| that the best policy in this country, for the plant- 
| ers, must be to encourage the growth of the most 
| extensive home market that can be eflected, and 
| then to supply not only all that can be absorbed 
| by the usual foreign markets, but to seek out new 
| markets. 

He considered the only real difference between 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McDurrie] 
and himself was a question of wages. It was, 
whether the wages of the labor of American man- 
ufacturers should be brought down to a level with 
the wages of labor in Europe, or whether such a 
reward should bg given for American labor as 
would enable it to be sustained in comfort and in- 
dependence. He denounced the agitation of the 
tariff subject, as conducing to the depression of 
business; the very dread of any interference with 
the present law, he had been informed in a letter 
| from Boston, had already thrown a chill over mer- 
| cantile transactions, and would be caiculated to 
keep back the energies which, if the question was 
Stability 
would gain a great point by discountenaneing all 
designs of foreign competitors to break down the 
industry of this country, with a view of ulti- 
mately being able to enjoy the monopoly of the 
market. 

He appealed to Senators if it was not the fact 
that, at the present moment, the most astonish- 
ing advances had not only been made in the pro- 
duction of manufactured cotton, at prices con- 
siderably reduced to the consumer, but in the 
productiveness of plantations yielding the raw ma- 
terial. It was the result of a steady pursuit in 
those lines of industry which those who fellowed 
such avocations felt they were secure in. 

Mr. 8. next took up the subject of the diversity 
of interests in this country, which he considered 
quite consistent with harmonious action, and best 
calculated to promote national welfare. He ad- 
verted to Professor Tucker’s book, to show that 
the value of manufactures in the United States 
was upwards of $400,000,000, from $162,000,000 
of raw material. The persons employed in man- 
ufactures were seven hundred thousand, about 
one third of the number employed in agriculture. 
Hence, he argued that manufactures formed an 
important national object, in which the interests 
of the agriculturists were interwoven so intimately 
| that any injury to the one must prove detrimental 

td the other, 

Coming to the constitutional objection that the 
power given by the Constitution was to regulate 
commerce, but not to destroy it; and that there- 
fore the protective tariff laws of 1828 and 1842 
were not constitutional laws, because, instead of 
regulating commerce, they were laws which cur- 
tailed commerce; and therefore, to that extent, 
they destroyed commerce. He said he did not 
understand any Senator but the Senator from 
South Carolina, as dwelling on this point of con- 

\| stitutionality. But he (Mr. 8S.) conceived that 
point had been so ably refuted by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bares,] that it left 
but little to be said on the subject. He, (Mr.8.,) 
however, held that this power in the Constitution 
to regulate commerce extended to the full power 
of the prohibition of imports, if Congress con- 
ceived that necessary for the welfare of the coun- 
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Constitution, with a view of showing that it was | ‘Mr. McDUFFIE interposed, to say that his } 
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contemplated in it to give Congress the entire || epithets were directed against the measure itself; | 
ower and control over imports and commerce. || he never had made any personal application of | 


Jence he held that it was perfectiy within the 
power of Congress to exercise control over com- 
merce, even to the exclusion, by prohibition, of 
any branch interfering with the welfare of any 
portion of the national industry. 

He then appealed to the sympathies of the Sen- 
ate, which he maintained should give that en- 
couragement to the home industry of the country 
which would make every man engaged in it lie 
down on his pillow for repose in the confidence 
that he could again arise with the dawn secure in 


the reward which was justly’due to his honest | 


industry. He adverted to the improvements which 


them to those who carried it through Congress. 
Mr. SIMMONS did not understand the Sena- 
tor as intending any such application; his argu- 
ment was that, if the measure itself was to be so 
characterized, the censure would apply to its 
friends and advocates. But he contended it was 
wholly inapplicable to either; and he called upon | 
the Senator to point out wherein the act was in- | 
consistent with its title, or the objects its friends 
and advocates had in view. Mr. 8S. entered into 


| various particulars, to show the beneficial effects 


the world enjoyed from the skill and energy of || 


mechanics. 
was the cost of production. 


| 
| 


Mr. McDUFFIE, (from his seat.) I am glad 


you admit that, sir. 


Mr. SIMMONS said he would not differ from | 


the Senator in any sound doctriue. He con- 


trasted the improvements which had operated on | 


the prices of products in agriculture with those 
in manufactures, to show that, in the latter, the 
consequence of mechanical improvements had 
been to made the cost of production fall infinitely 


more than the cost of production in agriculture; | 


and therefore he argued that no class in the com- 


munity deserved more grateful and kind consid- | 


eration from both communities and Governments | 
than the mechanics and manufacturers who had | 


so largely contributed to the cheap supply of the | 


necessaries, comforts, and conveniences of life. 
He denounced the practice of raising up preju- 
dices against this deserving clags, by designating 
them as monopolists or pensioners on the bounty 
of their fellow-citizens. 

He wished to see this question of protection 
presented to the country fairly, and on its intrin- 
sic merits. If the decision of the country should 
be against this system, let it be known at once, 
that those engaged in pursuits dependent upon it, 


may give them up, and apply themselves to some- | 


thing else. But till that decision of the country 


is made, let those laborers employed in these || 


branches of industry encouraged by this policy 
enjoy the feelings of security and repose. He 
wished to see them cherished and supported, 
because they were among the most useful and 


deserving of thecommunity. But that this ques- | 


tion was to be the issue before the country in the 


coming contest, there was now evidently no || 


doubt. One of the distinguished men of the coun- 
try, now before it as a candidate for the highest 
office of the Government, was to be opposed by 
an attack on this policy, because it was one of 


the favorite measures of his distinguished life. | 


He was sorry to find the Senator from Missouri 


turning his back upon the friendly dispositions | 
he had so often avowed in favor of manufactures. | 

Mr. BENTON interposed, and in an emphatic | 
manner denied that he had ever changed his | 


friendly sentiments in relation to the manufac- | 
He was still the same as | 


tures of the country. 
he had ever been. 


Mr. SIMMONS observed that he was only ar- | 


guing that such would be the effects of the Sena- 
tor’s doctrines. 

Mr. BENTON again interposed, and utterly 
denied the assertion that anything unfriendly to 
manufactures, or manufacturing labor, could be 
imputed to him, or any doctrines he had ad- 
vanced. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER called the Sena- 


tors to order, and directed them to address the 
Chair. 

Mr. SIMMONS disclaimed any intention of 
imputing sentiments to the Senator which he did 
not avow; he meant only to allude to the conse- 
quences of carrying out the doctrines which the 
Senator had laid down in regard to the levying 
of low duties on necessaries and high duties on 
luxuries, with a view of showing that the effect 
would be to destroy the labor depending on home 
industry. 

Mr. 8. then proceeded to comment upon the 
charge urged by the Senator from South Carolina 
{[Mr. McDvrrie} against the tariff law of 1842, 
as a * foul and faithless violetion of the compro- 
mise act,’’ with a view of showing that such a 
stigma attached to the friends and advocates of 
that measure. 





One of the main elements of price || 


of the act of 1842; and then he adverted to the 
bill now under discussion, with a view of show- 
ing that its object being to restore the compromise 
act, (which was no compromise at all, inasmuch 
as it was altogether one-sided, and opposed to the | 
interests of American industry,) it never could | 
| become acceptable to the country. It was called 
a compromise, though it wholly abandoned pro- 
tection, and yielded up everything to the doctrine 
of free trade. He did not pretend to say that the 
act of 1842 was perfect, and that it did not need 
modification in some particulars. It required 
amendment, he acknowledged; but he considered | 
it much more advisable to let further experience | 
of its effects be had before it was touched, than 
to disturb it, while, on the whole, it was doing 
so much good. He disclaimed, in the remarks 
he had made, any intention of adverting unkindly 
to any gentleman who had preceeded him. If, in 
the heat of debate, he said anything that would | 
bear that construction, he begged it would be 
considered as unintentional. He was not accus- 
tomed to debate; and feeling very strongly and 
very earnestly on this subject, it was very possi- 
ble he might inadvertently have been betrayed by 


| his feelings into an appearance of discourtesy, | 


| which it was far from his intentions to entertain. | 


ply to something that he had said yesterday, but 


Mr. BENTON rose after Mr. Simmons, to re- 
j 
| 





| and say that those who heard me speak, or who 


must first have an explicit understanding with re- 
spect to something said to-day. ‘The Senator 
| from Rhode Island had spoken of the destruction 
_of manufacturing labor—of bringing labor and 


|| laboring men into odium—of endangering prop- 
| erty, &c. 


Now, Mr. B. said that he could not | 
proceed with anything else until he had an ex- 
plicit disclaimer that any such things were im- 
puted to him. Mr. B. paused for a reply. 

Mr. SIMMONS admitted that Mr. B. had said 
no such things; but thought that his doctrines | 
upon the tariff would be injurious to the capital- | 
ists who employed the laborers, and so injurious | 

| 


to the laborers. 
Mr. BENTON. The words are disclaimed. 
The gentleman admits that I used no such lan- || 


guage. I nowask if he imputesany such design | 
to me ? 


Mr. SIMMONS did not impute any such de- 
sign, but argued that the effect of his doctrines || 
might be to injure manufacturers. 


| 

| 

i 

Mr. BENTON. The words and the design | 


being disclaimed, I now utterly deny the effect, | 


shall read what | said, will know that my pro- 
fessions and my doctrines go together; that lam | 
a friend to the great manufacturing pursuit of the | 


|| country, and hold it to be entitled to the support | 
_ of every statesman. 


His own design to support | 


| it was evinced in his discriminating plan of du- | 


| per cent. was the 


ties, and his readiness to place the highest duty 
on luxuries, and the foreign rivals of our own 
industry; that ae or thirty-three and one third 
1ighest revenue duty which, 
with twenty per cent. costs and charges upon the 
importation of foreign articles, would be a pro- 
tection of fifty per cent.; and this, with the pres- 
ent solid currency and stability, would be anam- | 
ple protection. Ee considered himself as offering 
ample protection, and therefore, neither in effect, 
in design, nor in words, was he for destroying | 
manufactures; and no such idea was to go out 
from this Chamber. And, now, (he said,) after 
the disclaimers of the Senator from Rhode Island, 
[Mr. Simmons,] if any such thing should ever be 
imputed to him hereafter out of this Chamber, 
all would know it to be unfounded and false. 

Mr. B. would now advert to some topics of yes- 
terday. The Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. | 
Simmons] had treated his arguments and the tables |) 

‘he had used as including the time of the embargo || 


| he found them in the tables. 


‘ they only amounted, in 1842, to $104,000,000! and 


| duty system, and were now, with a doubled pop- 


| still inferior to what they were thirty years ago. 
| About the truth of these tables there was no dis- 
' pute; and the inferences from them were Irre- 




















and of the war, and had made his own... 
ingly. Mr. B. called upon every Senator t,. 
ollect that he expressly excluded those om . 
war and embargo—from both systems be 
his speech and in his tables, and should on 
most absurdly if he had not; for it would f 
been insane to look to that period for the 0 7 
tion of any system on commerce or revenue = 
all commerce and all revenue was destroyed, 7 
remained so for nearly seven years, = 
The Senator also fell into the great erro 
attributing to me the nonsense of consides 
the whole gross products of different branches 4 
manufactures as their net profits, and wished » 
to correct it before the speech should be printed 
The speech was then in the press, and Chane on 
last night, and remains as it was spoken, ’ 
The amounts quoted from the census yp 
quoted as the gross proceeds, from which the e 
penses were to be deducted; and on looking at), 


speech this morning, he found that statemen, % du 
often repeated that it amounted to a blemish upop, > 
itasacomposition. He had repeated to satiety r 
the statement that these amounts were the gross th 
products, from which the expenses were to be ff 


deducted; and that, after this deduction, the net 
profits would still be the largest known in th. 
annals of human labor. Mr. B. hoped that the 
Senator from Rhode Island would correct his ow, 
speech in this particular, before he published jy, 

Mr. B. said the Senator from Rhode Island hai 
also undertaken to produce different results from 
himself by taking single years and comparing 
them against each other. This was a practice 
against which he had protested in his speech, He 
had compared it to the conduct of a man who 
should pick a stone ora brick in a great building, 
examine it through a microscope, and then insti- 
tute a comparison between the buildings them. 
selves, and so decide the question of their archi- 
tural beauties. All this was wrong. Compar- 
sons must be between the whole, and not the 
parts. System against system, period of time 
against period, was the course he followed; and 
it was the only true and fair one. The revenue 
system before the war was compared to the pro- 
tective system since, under all its effects upon 
revenue, foreign commerce, and exported agri- 
culture, and manufactures also, and found auspi- 
cious to the whole. To pit two years against 
each other could not invalidate results so obtaimed. 
The Senator showed that in 1808 about $60,000,- 
000 of reéxportations took place; very good; that 
was anextreme year; but the reéxportationsof the 
two periods were the same—about $520,000,000 
each—and that made it even and fair to exhibit 
domestic exports and reéxportations together, as 
He had done so, 
and the correctness of the tables was not im- 
pugned. These tables showed that, by a regular 
increase, foreign and domestic exports of the 
United States had regularly advanced from 1791 
to 1808, when they amounted to $108,000 ,000, the 
population then being but seven millions; and 
that, under the high-duty system, with a popu 
lation of eighteen million five hundred thousand, 


had often fallen far below it. He had shown the 
decline of agriculture in the detail, as well as in 
the gross—he had followed it through all the old 
staples, flour, wheat, corn-meal, rice, tobacco, 
and showed that all had declined and sunk down 
to almost nothing at some periods of the high- 


ulation, and a more than doubled cultivation, 


sistible. 
Another great objection, and the greatest to his 
speech of yesterday, was his method of obtaining 
an average rate of the duties under the two sys 
tems. He took his average for two purposes— 
one comparative, the other positive—and to show 


that the present rate was low, and the former 


high. But his mode of obtaining his averages 
has been shown to be utterly fallacious and erro- 
neous by the question put to him by the Senator 
from South Carolina, {Mr. McDurrie.] He 
asked him if he included free goods and specie‘ 
He answered, yes! and his average was shown 
by that single answer to be one half erroneous: 
For nearly half the goods imported (and, specie 
included, sometimes more than half ) were free; 
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jaif on the free, and then says the average is only 


0 much 


50,000,000. He appealed to Mr. 
aeaee TAs was Secretary of the Treasury 
or time, to correct him if he was in error. 
avy WOODBURY said he was right as to the 
free goods—they were $70,000,000 the year al- 
inde to, and the dutied were between $50,000,000 

00 


ws BENTON said, here is a case in which 


the fr 


io get an average of the duties! 


ing ¢24,000,000 of specie. The Senator, in getting 
his average of about twenty per cent. for the 
duties, makes out that this specie paid near 
$5,000,000 of duty, and the goods near $3,000,000 
“being $8,000,000 of the revenue, or one-half of 
the whole, borne by this free money, and these 
free articles, the greater part of which were free 
for the exclusive advantage of manufacturers. 
The Senator himself got the advantage of it, for 
he is a manufacturer; yet his mode of getting his 
average supposes that he paid twenty per cent. 
duty upon them—a supposition, I undertake to 
say, that took no money out of his pocket, and 
ut none into the Treasury. Let the Senator 
extend his principle, and he can bring his average 
much lower—as low as he pleases—to zero, in 
fact. He is only to include some millions of 
goods and specie, which were not imported at 
all, and which paid just as much of his average 
as the free goods and specie actually counted by 
him. 

Mr. B. said this would neverdoe It would not 
doto lower the rate of duty—to reduce it one 
half—by this fiction of supposing half to be where 
there was none. He had as well undertake to 
make the porter, who was staggering under a load 
of two hundred pounds, believe he was carrying 
but one hundred, by striking an averrge between 
his two hundred pounds and the nothing which 
his brother porter carried, who was walking by 
his side. He asked him what he thought would 
be the success of the experiment if he made a 
speech to the overloaded porter, to convince him 
that his load was but half; that striking an aver- 
age between his overload and the other’s no load, 
he would get rid of half the weight? Doubtless 
he would fail to convince the loaded man; and 
equally will he fail to convince the Senate or the 
country on this mode of reducing duties one half. 

The Senator from Rhode Island repeats the 
word bamboozle, which I used yesterday, and 
seems to stare at the word. It is not the first 
time ithas been stared at in this Chamber; but 
that does not prevent it from being an English 
word, of approved use, and impressive meaning. 
It is found in the last dictionaries, and in the 
classic writers. Richardson, Johnson, Swift, 
Dr. Arbuthnot, all use it. Bring me Richardson. 
(It was brought.] Mr. B. read the word and 
the meaning—in Latin, deludere—in English, to 
delude, mislead, to cheat, to cozen, to deceive, to 
beguile. He then read several illustrations of the 
meaning of the word from the applications it re- 
ceived from classic writers. He said Dr. Arbuth- 
not uses the term thus: 


“There are a set of fellows they call banterers and bam- 
boozlers, that play such tricks.”? 


Dr. Johnson uses it thus, in the Tatler: 

“ But, says I, sir, I perceive this to you is all hamboozling ; 
Why, you look as if you were Don Diego’d to the tune of a 
thousand pounds.” 

The poet King, author of the Stumbling Block, 
uses it in this way: 

** This whimsical phenomenon, 
Confounding all my pro and con, 
Bamboo zies the account again, 
And draws me nolens volens in.”’ 

These are all good illustrations of the meaning 
of the word, and very applicable to our present 
disputation; but the illustration given from Swift 
i880 much more applicable, that it seems to be 
made for the present occasion. Swift is charg- 
ing Nicholas Frog, as the French were at that 
ume called by the English—for it is a part of the 
system of the English to vilify those with whom 
they mean to go to war—Swift is charging the 


| as if the price of the dutied article was 

duced one half by ee near? spre | = maa aoe outa balance to suit himself. | 
sre had been years when the free goods | iis is Swift’s illustration: 

Bn en $70,000,000, ood the dutied goods not ] 


|| § After Nic. had bamboozled John awhile about the eigh- | 


ee goods were the largest half; and yet, the || 
ntleman lumps them with the dutied, in order | 
Last year, the 

free goods were a fraction over $40,000,000, count- | 


s 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





,, the Senator divides the whole duty, and puts || French with a design to cheat the English by | 


| confusing the national accounts, and shifting | 
| sums from the right side to the wrong, and there- 


teen thousand and the twenty-eight thousand, John called 


'| for counters ; but what with sleight-of-hand, and taking 


| from his own score and adding to John’s, Nic. brought the 
balance always on his own side.’? 


| This, with all due respect, is exactly what the 
Senator from Rhode Island is doing with his 
averages; and by just letting him shift the eigh- 
teen thousand and twenty-eight thousand this 
way—just take half from where it is, and put it 
where it is not—he can always have the balance 
in his own favor. He can make his average du- 
ties under the act of 1842, as low as he pleases. 
But Iam not done with this average. There 
is another deception in it nearly as gross and 
flagrant as that of including the free goods to 
make itup. I speak of the minimums. These 
are false valuations by law; and all averages, or 
|| anything else drawn from them, are erroneous. 
| They fix an arbitrary value; and everything be- 
'| low that is dutied as being of that value. There 
| are many of these minimums in the act of 1842. 
I will take one for the sake of illustration—the 
article of cotton goods. 

By the act of 1842 there are no less than three 

minimum valuations prescribed for cotton goods, 
|| or of which cotton is a component part; thirty 
|| per cent. being the duty on all. The first minm- 
| mum is on plain white cottons, and requires all 
|| that cost less than twenty cents the square yard 
| to be valued at twenty cents, and to be dutied ac- 
cordingly. Now everybody knows that much of 
this plain cotton costs but ten cents, and much of 
it but five cents a yard. Therefore that which 
costs ten cents pays sixty per cent. duty; that 
which costs five cents pays a duty of one hundred 
and twenty per cent. Printed cottons costing less 
than thirty cents a square yard are to be valued 
at thirty cents, and to be taxed accordingly. Now, 
it is known that much of these prints, or calicoes, 
cost but the half, and the third, and the fourth 
part of thirty cents a yard. Consequently they 
pay as sixty, or ninety, or one hundred and twen- 
ty per cent. on the real value. Again: velvets, 
cords, moleskins, fustians, buffalo cloths, and 
napped cottons of all kinds, costing less than 
| thirty-five cents the square yard, shall be valued 
|| at thirty-five cents per square yard, and shall pay 
duty accordingly. The same remark applies to 
|| this description of goods; much of them cost but 
the half, the quarter, and the third of this amount 
at which the law values them; consequently such 
goods pay twice, or three times, or four times 
| thirty per cent. on their value; and a merchant of 
Philadelphia has informed me that under this in- 
| iquitous minimum, which disguises the tax from 
the common observer, the fustian which is worn by 
the laboring man pays a duty of one hundred and 
forty per cent. 

What I have said of cotton minimums applies 
to others; they are minimums on a great variety 
of articles; and in every case the result is exactly 
the same—an arbitrary valuation, false in fact, 

and making all the low-priced goods—such as are 
worn by the laboring part of the community — 

| pay double, treble, or quadruple the amount of 
duty named in the act. 

I object then, again, to the Senator’s average. 
| I tell him there is no truth in it, and that it can 
| only deceive the ignorant. 

The acts before the war had no minimums. 
That is a thing of modern invention. It is one of 
the great differences between the old system and 

| the new, and renders it impossible to. compare 
their averages together. 

This being the case, how can an average be 
' struck from the legal valuation, the minimum, 


|, without being utterly untrue? It is untrue, no- | 
toriously, flagrantly so; and it is in vain for the | 


| Senator to make averages, and parade them before 
the Senate, formed from such a data. 


iniquities. 


| But the Senator has two objects in his average | 


| making : one to compare duties with the revenue 


| acts before the war, the other to show how light | 


| the duties are under the act of 1842. What has 
' been said shows how fallacious it is in relation to 


It is all | 
-fallacious—all erroneous—and can deceive no- | 
body but those unacquainted with the minimum | 
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| the act of 1842: one word will show how errone- 
ous itis in relation to the old revenue duties. 
| There were no minimums among those duties, to 
give false rates of duty; and the free goods and 
| Specie are included in his average of them, as 
wellas of the others. And now, one word of 
these free goods. There are nearly one hundred 
articles free—almost the whole of them for the 
exclusive benefit of manufacturers; and yet the 
gentleman’s ingenious mode of getting an average 
will suppose them all to be paying twenty per 
| cent. dutv. 
Mr. SIMMONS declared that he had been op- 
posed to minimums, and drew a report against 
them, and drew a bill from which they were ex- 
| cluded. 
| Mr. BENTON. I am glad to hear it; but Lam 
not speaking of the Senator’s report, or bill, but 
| of the act that was passed—of the law that is in 
| the book—and which has the minimums in it— 
|} and which minimums present false valuations, 
which the Senator has used in making up his 
| average. 
Mr. B. read the act, and the three minimums 
which it imposed on different classes of cotton 
goods, and all to the prejudice of the laboring 
classes. Hedwelt particularly on cotton velvets, 
cords, fustians, moleskins, napped cottons, &c., 
supplying, in some degree, the place of coarse 
woolens, and worn by the laborer. He repeated 
thata merchant of Philadelphia had told him that 
fustians worn by day laborers in that city were 
| subject to a duty of one hundred and forty per 

cent, under this deceptive minimum, which, on its 
| face, purported to put thirty-five upon them. He 
| stigmatized this as a cruel injustice upon the labor- 
ing part of the community. 

Mr. SIMMONS declared that he had corre- 
sponded with merchants of New York, obtained 
the different prices of these articles, and then took 
an average, which he found to be thirty-five cents, 
and put it in the bill. 

Mr. BENTON. Still the same thing; making 
averages, and then putting that average in a law 
fora minimum! Now, an average is not a min- 
imum nor a maximum; it is a half-way point; 
but the law makes it the lowest point—makes the 
middle the lower.end; and then brings up all from 
below to that point to be taxed accordingly, while 
nothing from above is brought down to the min- 
imum. It is all upward, to make the tax the 
higher, and highest upon what is cheapest and 
most used—in fact wholly used—by the laboring 
part of the community. 
| Mr. SIMMONS entered into some statements 
| about the price of mole skins, not distinctly heard; 

and showed some specimens of new goods, with 

their price, &c., insisting that the average taken 
for the minimum was not between eXtreme prices, 

|| but those just above and below thirty-five cents 
the square yard. 

Mr. BENTON would go back to the real points; 
these were digressions. He had presented the 
great fact that seven million people in 1808, under 

| the low-duty system, had paid $16,333,333 334 
| of revenue; while eighteen million, under the 
| high-duty system, with difficulty paid the sum of 
$18,000,000. There was no dispute about the 
| fact, and it was not for him toaccount for it. But 
| it was easily accounted for. Every book of po- 
litical economy showed that moderate duties were 
/ most productive; because they increased con- 
sumption, and diminished smuggling. This was 
/a reason found in the books. Another reason 
| was found in the condition of the country, which 


| was then rich and happy. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN asked how could the sum 
of $48,000,000 of imports, which he believed were 
those of 1808, after deducting the reéxportations, 
pay $16,000,000 at the low rate of duty he men- 
tioned? 

Mr. BENTON. The imports of the year did 
not pay it, or only in part. The importations of 
previous years paid it, for there was a credit on 
\| the duties; and this shows how vain it is to go 
by single years. 

Mr. B. was done with this part of the subject; 
but there was another part of it which claimed 
his attention. He had listened to nothing with 
more pleasure this session than to the indignant 
manner in which the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. McDurrte,} in his first speech upon 
| the tariff, had denounced political legisletion. He 

poured a stream of hot and burning eloquence 





| 


‘ 
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=—_ 
upon the legislation which looked to presidential ] 


elections, and prostituted the halls of legislation 
and the law-making power, to the execrable busi- 
ness of putting up or putting downa presidential 
candidate. He concurred with him in the lofty 
and indignant feelings which he expredeed, and 
hoped that the Senate Chamber would be free 
from the presence of that plague, which, lke the 
frogs of Kigypt, spread itself everywhere. The 
Senate had been free from it until this day; but 
the Senator from Rhode Island had introduced 
the presidential candidates—one for approbation 
—-one for condemnation. He would not imitate 
him, nor follow him, but considered all that he 
had said on that subject, with the lamentations 
over the destruction of manufactures and ruin of 
laborers, to the commencement of a panic—a cold- 
blooded, studied commencement of a panic—to be 
taken up out of doors, and ran through the land. 
‘This was mortifying and humiliating, and he 
profoundly regretted to see it. We had panics 
enough in the time of the old Bank of the United 
States; and the high-tariff champions all served 
their apprenticeship to panic-making then. De- 
struction! ruin! lossof wages! loss of property! 


the bank the only savior of the people! such , 


was the cry in the bank panics; and, from the 
givings-out of this day, all this is to be repeated 


by the high-tariff party ! and tariff now, like bank | 


then, is to be the only means of saving the peo- 
ple from everlasting perdition! 
Mr. SIMMONS rose simply to state that, in 


regard to what he had said, as to the Senator’s | 


arguments against millionary capitalists, it was 
simply that, if they were destroyed, it would in- 
volve those dependent on them in their destruc- 
tion. 
plied to the Senator from Missouri any design of 
destroying the labor of the working-man; it was 


to the results of the Senator’s propositions he ad- | 


verted. He had spoken of the effects of the Sen- 
ator’s doctrine. As to the tables he had pro- 
duced, he explained that he had got those tables 
drawn up with the view of contrasting the aver- 
ages of the first twenty-five years with the aver- 
ages of the last twenty-five years; and having 
included in both the free goods, he could not see 
that it made any essential difference, the same 
thing being done for the last period as for the 
first. He made further explanations in relation 
to his tables. As to minimums, he had reported 
against them, as chairman of the Committee on 
Manufactures, when the tariff of 1842 was under 
consideration, and in favor of the home valua- 
tion, and of averages being taken for computing 
duties. Under the bill which he reported the av- 
erages would have been fairly made. 
deavored to make them correct; and, with that 
view, had sought for the best information the 
country could afford. As an instance of the fair- 
ness of his averages, he would take molasses, set 
down at twenty-two cents, with a duty of twenty- 
five per cent, 

The present value of molasses in the New 
York market, is twenty-six to thirty cents; under 
his bill, had it been adopted, he would take 
twenty-eight cents asthe average; putting twenty- 
five per cent. on that, it would be seven cents; 
but take the third of the value, and it would be 
nine cents more than the rate of duty he had pro- 
nosed. 

He had always said that the minimum princi- 

le was not the fair way of getting at the value, 
ut it was the only way in which frauds on the 
revenue could be avoided or guarded against. In 
reference to what he had said of the effects of the 
doctrine of the Senator from Missouri, he would 
repeat that, if the substantial articles of life were 
allowed to come in free, the effect necessarily 
must be to destroy the irdustry of the country, 
because these necessaries were the products of 
this country itself. His ground was, that, if the 
Senator carried out his own views, the effect 
would be to destroy the interests he wished to 
protect. 

Here an informal conversational discussion, in 
an under tone, took place, relative to the manner 
of taking the averages according to the bill Mr. 
Stmmmons had reported in 1842, Messrs. SIM- 
MONS, BENTON,CRITTEN DEN, and others, 
from their seats, making incidental observations 
touching particular items. 

Mr. McDUFFIE made a short explanation, 
not distinetly heard in the gallery, but understood 


That was his argument; not that he ap- | 


He had en- | 


| relation to a particular duty being ten per cent., 


» 


to be a correction of a mistake he had made in 





which he had since discovered to be fifteen. 

Mr. CHOATE next obtained the floor, and 
expressed a wish that the subject could be post- | 
poned to some day next week. He presumed it | 
could not proceed to-morrow, or next day, with- | 
out interfering with the Post Office bill. 

Several suggestions were informally made as | 
to the day of postponement; but at length it was | 
understood that, by laying the pending question | 
on the table, it could be called up any day Mr. | 


C. was ready to proceed with his remarks. 1} 


On motion of Mr. CHOATE, the pending | 
question was, in conformity with this under- 
standing, laid on the table. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuorspay, March 28, 1844. 


Mr. ADAMS asked the consent of the House 
to present a memorial from the National Insti- 
tute. | 

Objected to, and not received. 

The SPEAKER announced that the first busi- | 
ness in order was the reception of reports from | 
the standing committees. 

Mr. DEAN, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made a report, accompanied by a bill to | 
provide for the payment of the Lowa militia 
called into service in the year 1839; which was 
read twice, and referred. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, made a report upon the petition 
of Sherman Pierce, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which was read twice, and referred. 

Mr. R., from the same committee, made ad- 
verse reports upon the petitions of Daniel Sprague, | 
Lyman N. Cook, James Gee, and Oliver Ker- 
rick; which were laid on the table. 

Mr. OWEN, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, moved that said committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of several 
petitions and memorials referred to them. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BURKE from the Committee on the Li- | 
brary, reported a joint resolution, directing the | 


delivery of the Journals and public documents 
printed by order of Congress to each incorpo- 


rated statistical association in the several States | 


and Territories; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill extending the privilege of copyright to 


the authors of the narrative and account of the | 


exploring expedition; which was read twice, and 
referred. 

On motion of Mr. BURKE, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Library be discharged 


from the consideration of the petition of T. and J. W. John- 
son, law publishers of Philadelphia. 


Mr. LEONARD, from the Committee on Pub- | 


lic Buildings and Grounds, made a report upon the | 
subject of lighting the Hall of Representatives, | 


accompanied by the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Repre- | 


sentatives contract with Robert Grant for lighting the Hall 
of ge House of Representatives with the oxyhydrogen lime 
light, or Drummond light, and that the sum of $1,000 be 
appropriated from the contingent fund of the House for that 
pul pose. 


The resolution was referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House. 


Mr. DEAN, from the Committee on Retrench- || 


ment, reported a bill to regulate the pay of the 


referred. 
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| by the existing laws and Constitution of the 0 


| a communication from the Treasury Departmen, 
| He also reported the following joint resolution: 


- state of the Union; and, together with the report 


the 








: ____ March 9g. 
On motion of Mr. WELLER, it was 
Ordered, That the Committee of Way: 


sa 
discharged from the consideration of the memon 
the 


working-men of the Washington navy-yard for - 
appropriation for the Navy ; also, from the resolutio, . a 
House of the 17th of January last, in relation to ontes the 
upon the Mississippi and its tributaries ; and also io 
memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for an ; 
of the appropriation for the support of the said Legisiat, 
metre, 
Mr. DROMGOOLE, from the Committee ,¢ 
Ways and Means, to which was referred q mi 
lution on the 15th day of January last, directing 
that committee to inquire and report whether tk 
notes lately issued by the Treasury Departmen, 
bearing nominal interest, and convertible jg," 
coin on demand, and now forming part of the cin 
culating medium of the country, are authoriz 


ted States, made a report, to which was appended 


Resolved hy the Senate and House of Representative; 
the United States of America in Congress assembled Thay 
the issue gf Treasury notes made payable on their faces one 
year after date, bearing a merely nominal rate of interes, 
‘and by indorsement thereon, made payable at any time on 
presentation at the depositories of the Treasury, is Without 
authority of law. 


The joint resolution was read twice, and com. 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the 


and the communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, was ordered to be printed. 
He moved that ten thousand extra copies of the 
report and accompanying documents be printed, 
The motion was entered on the Calendar, ob. 
jection being made by Mr. Apams. 


THE TARIFF MODIFICATION ACT. 


Mr. McKAY submitted the following resolu. 
tion, on which he moved the previous question; 

Resolved, That Bill No. 213, ‘to modify and amend the 
act entitled *‘ An act to provide revenue trom imports, and 
to change and to modify existing laws imposing duties on 
imports, and for other purposes,’? approved 30th August, 
1842. be the special order of the day on and after Tuesday, 
the 9th day of April next, then to take precedence of ali 
other business until the same shall be finally disposed of by 
the House. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
submit an inquiry to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has 
been demanded. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL. I move that the res- 

olution be laid on the table; and on that I call for 
eas and nays. . 
r. BRODHEAD inquired if the adoption of 
the resolution of the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means would not require a vote of 
two thirds? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. BRODHEAD then appealed to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. J. R. Incersou) 
to withdraw his motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. WHITE also made a like entreaty, and 
reminded the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
the original resolution would require a vote of 


| two thirds. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL assented, and with- 


' drew his motion. 


Mr. CAMPBELL said, as this was an import 
ant question, he desired to make an inquiry of 
the Chair in relation to the point just stated. He 
admitted that a vote of two thirds would be 
requisite to suspend the rules to present a reso 


| lution; but here was a report coming legitimately 


Mr. HUNGERFORD moved that twenty-five 


hundred extra copies of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Retrenchment, in relation to the Navy, 
be printed; but the motion not being in order, 
was not received. ; 

Mr. COBB, from the select committee on sta- 
tistics, moved that five thousand copies of the 
report of said committee be printed. 

Mr. WHITE suggested.to the gentleman from 
Georgia that he should give his notice now, and 
it would come up regularly hereafter. . 

Mr.COBB assented, and the notice was entered. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, made an adverse re- 
port upon the petition of Bohlen & Borie; which 


' was laid on the table. 


from a committee; and he inquired whether, as 
the report came properly before the House, 4 


| majority would not be sufficient for the adoption 
officers of the Navy; which was read twice, and | 


of the resolution. Two thirds were not deemed 
necessary to set aside the three first days in April 
for District business, nor was a suspension 0 
the rules thought requisite, and he desired to be 
informed why two thirds were required now? 

The SPEAKER replied that, to make a subject 
a special order, and give it priority over all other 
business, had always been deemed to require & 
two thirds vote. 


Mr. SAUNDERS inquired whether the rule re- 


cently adopted on the motion of the gentleman 
‘from Tennessee, [Mr. C. Jonnson,] giving 


power to amajority of the House to go into the 
Committee of the Whole on any subject, would 


not be operative in this case ? 


i} 
eI 


The SPEAKER replied that, by that rule, @ 
majority might go into the Committee of she 
Whole on any subject; but that rule did not give 
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